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þ& & <4 
Loving Friends and Pariſhioners, 
THE 


INHABITANTS 


OF 


Beckenham an K enT. 


FWWAiHERE being ſeveral 
Antipzdobaptilts , wal- 
garly called Anabaptiſts, 
or ( as they pleaſe to call 

themſelves ) Baptiſts, in this Pa- 

riſh; I am ſenſible it is my duty 
fo endeavour their Convittion. In 
order whereunta 1 did deſire them to 

Send me in Writing ſome of their 

teſt, and as they think, ſtrongeſt 

Reaſons, Why they refuſe ro bap- 

ctize their Infants. Accordingly one 
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of them, with the Conſent and Ap=" 
probation of the reſt, did ſend mg 
the following Paper ; which, toge+,.. 
ther with my Anſwer, « bere Trap-;.. 


ſcribed verbatim, 


THIS 
Far his very Loving Friend, 


Dr. William Aſſheton, 
Rector of Beckenham. x 
With Care I pray. = 


SIR ? Y 8 
Fter my Service preſented to you ,.:. 
| this w to let you underſtand, That -- 

by ſome late Conference or Diſcourſe I 
have had with ſome of our Pariſhioners, 
That you' are tefirous to know our Reaſon, \ 
Why we. do not Baptize our Infants... 
To ths Query I give this brief and ſhort- 


Anſwer, 
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Anſwer, inſtead of many more , becauſe 
1 write but badly, and in haſte at pre- 
ſe ent: therefore pray accept of this Anſwer 
at prefent ; for I can ſpeak more in a lit» 
the Hime, than 1 can 2prite in a great while. 
Therefore I give this brief, but plain An- 


ſwer. 


 Frrft, Becauſe Chriſt thegreat Law- 
giver to the Goſpel-Church never 
commanded us to Baptize Infants ; 
Therefore having no Warrant nor Com- 
mand from the Goſpel, or Word of 
God , we dare not change nor alter 
the Commands and Ordinances of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. For if we ſhould 
Sprinkle Infants, inſtead of Baptizing of 
Believing Men and Women ,- we belene 
that we ſhould be guilty of breaking and 
violating of the Command and Law of 
Feſus Chriſt, The which thing if we 
ſhould do, we do believe that a nes 
be guilty of high Preſumption , and much 
ahaſe' our own Conſciences, and. wrong oi 
own Souls 5 for though there was no more 
Vertne in the Waters of Jordan, than in 
therr of Damaſcus, yer Naaman muſt 
keep to God's. Command and Appoint- - 
ment,' if 'be will be healed of bu Lepro- 
[132 Kings 5. 104: So we do believe 
ASK =&S - that © 
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that we are bound to keep: to God's, awe 
Commands and Appointments, if we ir 
end to have the Leproſy of our Sins dane 
away by Faith in the Blood of Chrift, nd 
Obedience to bus Commands : Far it. «© tt 
offible to Y as God without Faith, 
Heb. 11. Therefore hath Chriſt tommanga- 
ed Believing Men and Women to be Baj- 
tied over and vuer, aud again and 4- 
gain, by the Word of hu Goſpel. Bas: 
could never find one word, from the be- 
Lining of St. Matthew, to the end of the 
Revelations of St. John the Devine, that 
—-# mah Ye fhall Sprinkle your 
Children. ; no, wor that ſaith, That ye 
ſhall Baptize your Infants. Avd wow, 
Sg , if you can find @ way to prove 
Sprinklingsor Baptizing of Infants, with 
your Godfathers and Godmothers , from 
the Goſpel of our Lord Feſws Chriſt, we 
ſhall humbly and heartily thank you for 
ſ[nch a kindneſs : For if we might [privi* 
kle our Infants, and be juſtified by the 
Word of God , it wmight be better for our © 

Temporal Eftate ; for then our —_— 
bours would be ready to love us better than 
they do new ; for now they count ws the 
mean and pitiful fellows of the world ,. 
and the off {couring of the earth 3 and na 
Names, they think, are bad enough for 
LD 
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we. For : you know chat many have Ta 
ed wery much both "in Bly and Goods , 
wor any yore ſmce , for this very Caſe. 
"Therefore, Six » 7f - 08 cap find away to 
* this Point by the Word of God, it 
2vould be of great advantage to ouy nh 
ral Efate, But we muſt not wrong our 
- Souls for the Things of this Life, and to 
pleaſe the World. &; 0 having no more at 
Preſent I reſt and Kerman, 


Your Humble Servant te 
| Command and Serve in 
Ang. 1: what I can or may, 
* JO» 


BEN ADGATE. 


— 
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Ave 

THESE - +<oaire 

«* \\$!AC 

For my Loving Friend , |: © \\»x 


FYTY 
A 


Benjamin 'Adgate. 


Good Neighbour, os 
Have received your Letter, and there 
in your Reaſon, Why you do not Bap- 

tie your Infants, To which Scruple, 
through God's Aſſiſttnce , I ſhall in ſome 
competent time return you a full, and, \ * 
hope, ſatisfaFory Anſwer. But before T 
can attempt that Work , 1 muſt procure.\... 
and peruſe the Confeſſions of your Faith ,... 
with ſome other Tra#ts of your Leading _ 
Men : Which will enlarge my Tack , and + 
make it the longer before I can finiſh what 
I do deſign. God grant you an humble and *\ 
reachable ſpirit , willing to receive the? - 
Truth, and to confeſs your Miſtakes when 
they ſhall be diſcovered. . 
In the Choſe of your Letter, you com- i" 
plain of want of Love in ſome of your -; 
Neighbours : I hope that Supgeſtion s . 
gone As to my ſelf, I muſt acknow- 
dee, Thoſe of your Perſuaſion in my Pa- © 


riſh, 
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riſh, have been very kind and loving Pa+ 
riſhioners, And I hope I hawe not been 
wanting in Returns of Love and Kind- 
zeſs to them, I moſt heartily pray for the 
greateſt Happineſs, both Temporal and E- 


ternal, to you all ; who am, 


Your Aﬀectionate Paſtor, 
| and Servant for the ſake 
Aug. 14. of Jeſus, | 

1693- | 
William Aſſhetes. 


After this, as my other Studies 
would permit, T1 applied my ſelf to 
the Examination of their Paper. 
And that I might EA inform both 
ny Self and Ton, in the true State 
of this Controverſy, having firſt 
implored the Divine Aſſiſtance, I 
procured and peruſed the Publick 
Confeſſions of their Faith ; as alſo 
zo: ſmall Number of their moſt 
Eminent and Noted Writers, Viz. 
Tombes, Lawrence, Fiſher, A.R. 
D'anvers, Denn , [Blackwood , 
Hammon, Dean, Keach, Collins, 
Kiffin, .Goſnold, &'c. And 7 do 

| ere 
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here ſolemnly declars ; That aff 
all this fearch and inquiry ('w 
hath not beep ſlight or trivial ) 
avs ſtill more and move confirm? 
in thi Truth (which I ſhall expre) d 
in the words of the Church "of 
England , Art. 27.) vis. The. 
Baptiſm of young Omen 
18 1n any wile to be retatned” 
tn the Church, as moſt agree>' 
able with the Jnftitution of* 
ROE _ 
What I have here writ with the" 
greateſt deliberation, wilt, T hope," 
be as ſeriouſly peruſed by our Dife" 
fentivg Brethren. And to encourare 
ther: to vead. it, I do faithfully 
aſſure them, I have not been afrgia : ; 


” 


. of an Objettion, but have given 
their Scruples w weight, and” 


i» every other inflance have been © 
yaft to their C 
fifed my Pariſhioner #9 plead 2s © 
Brongly for them, as the very beſfp.. 
of their own Writers, and their © 
own Words could direts me. _ 

PE. - 


8: And have af- 4 
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ie Scheme or Model of my 
Diſcon fe, & by way of Conferente 
of i Dialogue. Which # the muff 
pe and familiar Method of _—_ 
i08. And 1 divide it into Two 
Parts. | 
" In this Firſt Parr, I have only 
; | rreated of the SubjeA of Bapriſm. 
. | Arad, I hope, have tongperently pros 
> | 2ed, That Infants, as well as 
. | Adult Perſons, ought to be Bap- 
; | tized. T7 have 20t only given 
| Reaſons why 1 thus affirms; but I 
\ | have anſwered their chief Objeftions 


SER. AY —F_ 9D. 22h, a ES. 


to the contvury. © 

_ In the Second Part of the Con- 
ference { which will make another 
difintt Treatiſe, to be publiſhed its 
aue time) I ſhall examine the Mode 
and. Manner of its Auminiftyntion. 
Azd ſpall endeavour , through Di- 
wine Aﬀfiſtante, to convince them ; 
That ir 1s not neceſſary, that Bap+ 
tiſt- ſhould be adminiftred by 
Dipping. 


tad 


YT 


| And then, as as Appendix #g 
the Whole, T ſhall further Vitdi- 
cate the Conſtitution. of the C hurch 
of England, i» the Uſe and Office 
of God fathers and. God-mothers: 
And herein I ſball diſcourſe with 
Mr. Edward Paye in particular ; 
who hath lately publiſhed his Stru- 
ples againſt that Pradtice. 


And now ( my good Pariſhio- 
ners) Tow who are diſſatisfied about 
the Baptiſm of Infants ; if you 
have any further Reaſons againſt 
that Praftice, which have not yet 
been ſuggeſted to me ; let me freely 
know your Scruples, and with God's 
aſſiſtance, I'll endeavour to remove 
them. 

And thoſe of you who are mi- 
ftaken about the Mode and Man- 
ner of Adminiſtration ; and who 
fancy Dipping or Plunging ſo ne- 
ceſſary, that unleſs ſo Adminiſtred 
Baptiſm is null and woid ; Pray 
give me your Thoughts in Writing, 
and 
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*' and you will then diref# me how 
6 of ſatisfy your Doubts. 


'0 
h 
I & ': The God of Wiſdom . guide us 
þ 
h 


—_— —  ___} 


"Ar by his Counſel here , —_ af- 


o _ terward receive ws to Glory; Is 
' the Prayer of 


Your Aﬀectionate Paſtor, 


William Aſſheton. 


A , 
CONFERENCE 


WITH AN 


i : | 
Anabaptiſt. 
Min. Eighbour, Iam glad 
to ſee you. Pray fit 
down; for I muſt 
have ſome Dif: 


courſe with you. 

Par. Sir, I was told you ſent 
for me, and am come to know 
your Pleafure. 

Min. What I have to ſay is of 
the greateſt Concernment,. and is 
in order to the Ecernal Welfare of 
you and yours. 

Par. Then, Sir, with ſubmil- 
ſion, I gueſs your Buſineſs : For 
by ſome late C 4 or Diſcourſe 
I have 
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T have had with ſome of our Pariſhio- 
ners, I underſtandthat you are deſi- 
rows to know our Reaſon, Why we do 
not Baptize our Infants. 

Mix. 1 am indeed deſirous to 
know the Reaſons of ſuch your 
Neglect, that ſo I may return an 
Anſwer to'them.- And doearneſt- 
ly beg of God ( who hath promi- 
ſed to give Wiſdom to thoſe who 
ask it ), That what I ſhall now 
ſay, may not only confirm and ſa- 
tisfy the reſt of my Pariſh, but 
may alſo have ſome good effeCt 
upon you, who call your ſelves 
Baptiſts. Pray therefore tell me 
plainly, Why do you refuſe to Bap- 
tize your Infants? 


Par. To this Query T give this 


Brief but Plain 4nſwer, inſtead of 
many more; Becauſe Chriſt thegreat 
Laweiver to the Goſpel-Church, ne- 


ver commanaed us to Baptize In- 
fants. Therefore having no Warrant 
nor Command from the Goſpel or 
Word of God, we dare not change 


nor 


% 
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nor altey the Commands and Ordi- 
nances of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 
Miz. This then is your Reaſon. 
Par. We have indeed ſeveral 
other Reaſons againit Infant-Bap- 
tiſm, but this is the chief. For 
when thoſe who plead for Infanr- 
Baptiſm do thus argue, viz. Chil- 
dren were Circumciſed, Therefore 
to be Baptized. Children are in 
Covenant, Therefore to be Bapti- 
zed. Children are capable , of 
Church-memberſhip, Therefore to 
be Baptized. Children are Holy, 
Therefore to be Baptized. Children 
are capable of Salvation, and of 
the Kingdom of: God , Therefore 
to be Baptized. I ſay, when you 
thus diſpute and argue for the 
Baptiſm of Infants, our Bapr:ft- 
Writers do return this ſhort An- 
ſwer to all theſe Arguments, vis. - 
That they are inconſequent, and 
plain Nos ſequitur's.Tisnot enough 
for any to ſay, If Children are in 
Covenant , theycmay be Baptized. 
B 2 Who 
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Who tells them ſo? Hath Chriſt any 
where required it ? Doth he ſay they 
ought, or that it belongs to them ? 
" V. Keach Gold refined pag. 102. 
For it cannot be their Childrens 
Right, without Authority or Com- 
mand from Chriſt. For if we ſhould 
grant all our Brethren ſay concern- 
ing Abraham's Seed, and of their 
Children being in Covenant ; this 
will not juſtify their pratice of Bap- 
tizing them, if they argue thus till 
Doomſday, except Chriſt, h:th left 
them a Precept, or hu Church a 
Precedent ſoto do. 1d. p.77. And 
this is the Reaſon why Baptiſm us 
not tobe applied unto Children, be- 
cauſe God hath not commanded it ſo 
to be applied. Vid. H. Denn, Anti- 
chrift unmask'd, p. 38. This is 
what we chiefly inſiſt upon. And 
now, Sir, if you can find a way to 
prove this Point by the Word of 
God, we ſhall humbly and heartily 
thank you for ſuch a Kjnaneſs. 


Min. 
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Miz. But will you then ſubmir, 
acknowledge your Error , and 
Baptize your Children ? 

Par. We are bound to keep to 
God's own Commands and Appoint= 
ments. lf therefore you can prove 
Infant-Baptiſm by the Goſpel of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, we will 
confeſs our miſtake, and Baptize 
our Infants. Vid. Append. to Con- 
fel. of Faith, p. 112. 

Miz. IT am afraid you will not : 
For ſome mens Prejudices are ſo 
ſtrong, they will not ſubmit to 
the plaineſt Conviftion, And 
therefore *tis but trifling to call 
for Goſpel-Commands, when your 
Prejudice or your Fancy will not 
ſuffer you to obſerve them : As I 
could more particularly convince 
you ( if the Digrefſion were not 
too large), in your negleQing 
the uſe of the Lord's-Prayer, and 
Singing of Pſalms; both which 
are commanded in the Goſpel of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 

B 3 Par. 
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Pay. Pray, Sir, do not any lon- 
ger ſuſpe&t our Sincerity : But 
ſhew us a Goſpel Precept for 
Infant-Baptiſm. Produce your 
Proof, and we are ready to hear 
it, 

Min. What kind of Proof will 
convince you ? Do you expect an 
expreſs Command ? Or that I 
ſhould ſhew you a Place of Scri- 
pture, where Infant-Baptiſm is re- 
quired fotidem werbis, in theſe very 
words, Te ſhallbaptize your 1nfants? 
Will nothing leſs than this con- 
vince you? | 

Par. Wedorequirea plain and 
expreſs Command. But I never 
could find one word from the begin- 
ning of St Matthew to the end of 
the Revelations of St. John the 
Divine, that ſaith plainly, Ye ſhall 
Sprinkle your Children; no, nor that 
ah, That je ſhall Baptize your 
Infants. 

_ Min. Theſe indeed are your 
own words. And to avoid Mi- 
| - ſtakes, 
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ſtakes, this, I ſuppoſe, is what you 
intend by them ; viz. That it 1 
can ſhew you theſe very words in 
the Goſpel, Te ſhall ſprinkle your 
Children; or, Te ſhall baptize your 
Infants; then you will acknow- 
ledge your ſelves obliged to Bap- 
tize your Infants. But it upon the 
ſtricteſt reading of the whole 
N. Teſtament, I am not able to 
ſhew you theſe or the like words, 
then whateverelſe I can ſay, will 
be of no effeft: For unleſs I can 
| ſhew you a plain expreſs Com- 
mand, you muſt ſtill chink it un- 
lawful to Baptize your Children. 
Is not this your meaning ? 

Par. We affirm, That in all Poſs- 
tive or Inſtituted Worſhip ( ſach as 
Baptiſm is ) which wholly depends 
upon the mere Will azd Pleaſure of 
the Lawgiver, it u abſolutely neceſ- 
ſary there ſhould be au expreſs Com- 
mana, or plain and clear Examples ; 
though in other reſpe#s we allow of 
natural Dednttions and Conſequen- 
B 4 ces 
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ces from Scripture- But there 
is neither expreſs Command nor Ex- 
ample for Infant-Baptiſm. Vid. 
Keach Gold refined, p. 146. 
Min. As to Example, I ſhall 
examine the Obligation of zhat 
when you give me the occaſion. 
That which at preſent you require 
of me, is to ſhew you a Command 
for Infant-Baptiſm : And this 
Command you expe& ſhould be 
an expreſs Command. But how 
unreaſonable, not to ſay imperti- 
nent, you are in ſuch expeCQtation, 
I thus hope to convince you. 
And firſt, It may a little abate 
your confidence to tell you, That 
what you ſo warmly inſiſt upon, 
hath ever been the practice of the 
greateſt Hereticks, in all Ages of 
the Church. Were I to diſcourſe 
with Scholars ( who are capable 
to examine thoſe Ancient Wri- 
tings) I could then ſhew you, 
That this Appeal .to the expreſs 
Words of Scripture, was the very 
Artifice 
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Artifice of the firſt four grand He. 


refies, condemned by the firſt four 
General Councils. The Arians did 
moſt earneſtly preſs, 7 hat the word 
Conſubſtantial might be ſhewed in 
Scripture ; repeating this frequent- 
ly, and canvaſſing about it invi- 
diouſly. The Macedonians, who 
denied the Divinity of the Holy 
Ghoſt, made this ObjeQion, That 
it was in no place of Scripture, And 
that it was no where written, That 
the Holy Ghoſt was God. The Ne- 
ftorians denicd the B, Virgin to 
have been the Mother of God :; 
Becauſe the Scriptures did no where 
mention it. The Eutychians, who 
confounded the Natures, demanded, 
In what Scripture were the Two Nas 
tures of Chriſt tobe found? And to 
deſcend to our own Times, 

In a late Conference held about 
Religion, at Lozdon, Apr.z. 1676. 
by Two (now) eminent Biſhops 
of our Church, with ſdme Gen- 
tlemen of the Church of yr ; 
The 
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The Papiſts demanded ; Where 
the Twenty Eighth Article of our 
Church, concerning the Lord's 
Supper, was read in Scripture? 
And in what place it was to be 
found ? They vehemently called 
for expreſs Scripture, p. 3. And 
that there muſt be mo Interpretats- 
ons admitted of, p. 10. What An- 
ſwers were then given to thoſe im- 
pertinent Clamors, *tis not my bu- 
fineſs ro repeat. I only mention 
theſe Paſſages to ſhew you, How 
in this you ſymbolize not only 
with the Ancient Hereticks, but 
alſo* che very Papiſts (whom'on 
all. occafions you pretend to dil- 
own.) Foras thoſe Papiſts requi- 
red expreſs Scripture to prove the 
28th Article of our Church, con- 
cerning the Lord's Supper ; So 
you 1n like manner demand ex- 
preſs Scripture, to prove the 27th 
Article concerning Baptiſm. 
Methinks, I ſay , the praQtice 
of theſe Ancient Hereticks and 
Modern 
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Modern Papiſts ſhould a” little 
abate your Confidence. And at 
leaſt ſhould incline you to ſuſpe&, 
That this pretence of an expreſs 
Command (fo inſultingly repeat- 
ed by your Party) is more Pom- 
pous than Solid. 

But if this general RefleQtion 
doth make no impreſſion, I ſhall 
then proceed to examine what 
may more ſenſibly affe& you. 

You affirm, {t « abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary there ſhould be an expreſs 
Command for Infaut Baptiſm. Pray 
give me your Reaſon, why you 
thus affirm. 

Par, Our Reaſons this. Becauſe 
nothing ought to be aone in the Wor- 
ſhip of God without expreſsCommand 
in Scripture. And therefore, ſince 
Baptiſm is a principal part of Di- 
vine Worſhip, it ought no other- 
wiſe tobe adminiſtred than as God 
hath commanded. Conſequent- 
ly, unleſs you can ſhew us an ex- 
preſs Command for the Baptiſm of 
| our 


ACoNnFERENCE With 


our Infants, we dare not baptize 
them. | t 

Min. Is nothing then to be 
done in the Worſhip of God with- 
out expreſs Command in Scrip- 
ture ? Is this your Principle ? 
Why then do you Anabaptiſts con- 
tradiQ it by your Pradtice * How 
dare you be guilty of ſuch high Pre- 
ſumption, as to oblerve and do fo 
many things in the Worſhip of 
God, without expreſs Command 
in Scripture ? 

Par. Pray, Sir, do not wrong- 
fully accuſe us. There is nothing 
which we obſerve and do, in the 
worſhip of our God, without ex- 
preſs Command 1n Scripture. 

Miz. We ſhall quickly try your 
Sincerity, by examining matter 
of Fact. 


And Firſt, You are accuſed to 
rejet the Obſervation of the 
Lord's Day. Is that ſo? | 


Par. We 


\ 
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Par. We deny it. And the gene- 
rality of thoſe that are againſt In- 
fants Baptiſm, receive it ; obſerve 
it with as due obſervation, as thoſe 
that accuſe them. V. Blackwood 
Storming of Antichriſt, P.2. p.52. 

Miz. Since then you obſerve 
the Lord's Day, pray reſolve me ; 
Why do you obſerve the Firſt 
Day of the Week, and not the 
Seventh, as the Chriſtian Sab- 
bath ? There is, you know, an 
expreſs Command for the Obſer- 
vation of the Seventh Day, Exod. 
20. 6,9, 10. But I never could find 
one word, from the beginning of 
St. Matthew to the end of the Re- 
velation off Sz. John the Divine, 
that ſaith plainly, The Firſt Day is 
the Sabbath of the Lord thy God. 
No nor that ſaith, Te ſhall obſerve 
the Firſt Day to keep it holy. What 
ſatisfaction can you give in this 
matter, according to your Prin- 
ciple ? 


Par. For 
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Par. For the Jewiſh Sabbath once 
commanded by God, it # put to an 
end, Cololl. 2. 16. elſe it. fands in 
force yet. And that being put to an 
end, we obſerve the Lord's Day from 


the 4poſtle's Example, and the mo- 


rality of the Fourth Commandment ; 
which requires one Day in Seven. 
FV. Blackwood, ut fupra. 

Mir. But what's all this to an 
expreſs Command? You ſay, 


1. Ton cbſerve the Lord's Day 
from the Apoſtle's Example. But 
1s the Apoſtle's Example a Rule 
for your Pra&ice? 5z.e. Are you 
obliged to praftiſe what the Apo- 
ſtles did? Then you muſt turn 
Levellers: Or, in Scripture Lan- 
guage, have all things common, 
And all that believed were together, 
and had all things common, and ſold 
their Poſſeſſions and Goods, and 
parted them to all men, as every 
man had need, Acts 2.44,45. And 


the multitude of them that believed 
were 
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were of one heart, and of one foul : 
Neither ſaid any of them, that ought 
of the things which he poſſeſſed, was 
his own, but they had all things com- 
mon, Adts 4. 32. 

You ſee here a moſt plain and 
clear Example for community of | 
Goods. But can you think your 
ſelves obliged, from this Example 
of the Apoſtles and Primitive Be- 


lievers, to fell your Eſtates, and 


diſtribute them to others, as every 
man hath need ? Doubtleſs your 
poor Neighbours would be'very 
well contented to ſhare with you. 
But your rich Landlords, who ex- 
pett the payment of your Rents, 
would not like ſuch Proceedings. 
Now if all Scripture- Examples 
do not oblige ( as moſt plainly ap- 
pears from this Inſtance ) then 'tis 
impertinent to urge the Apoſtles 
Example, as having the force of 
an Expreſs Command. | 
2aly, You affirm, That you ob- 
ſerve the. Lord's-Day, from the 
Mora- 
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Morality. of the Fourth Commana- 
ment, which requires one Day in 
ſeven. By which expreſſion I 
{uppoſe you denote this, viz. That 
the Reaſon of the Fourth Com- 
mandment doth thus far oblige us 
Chriſtians, That there ſhould be a 
ſet ſtated Time for Publick Wor- 
ſhip; and that this Time ſhould: 
not be leſs than Oze Day in Sever. 
This is the utmoſt you can denote 
by the Morality of the Fourth 
Commandment; : vis. That Oze 
Day in Seven muſt be ſet apart for 
the Publick Worſhip of God: But 
that this oe Day ſhould be.the 
Firſt, and not the Fifth or the 
Sixth, &C, this is no part of the 
Morality of the Fourth Com- 
mandment. Now ſuppoſe a Qu4- 
ker ſhould from hence obje&, That 
fiace the Jewi/h Sabbathis aboliſh- 
ed, or as. you phraſe it, put fo ar 
end: And ſince you can give no 
expreſs Command for the obſer- 
vation, either of the Fir/# Day, 
or 
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or any other ; Therefore there 
ought to be no celebration of a 


Weekly Sabbath. What Anſwer 


would you return to this ? 


_ Par. Anſw. % If there be no 
Command, there is no obſervation 
age. Mat. 28. 20. Teaching them 


to abſerve all things that I have © 


commanaed you. 

2. But the Sabbath i command- 
ed indeterminately in the Fourth 
Commanament, which commands us 
to obſerve the day of Gods reſt. 
Now, being the firſt day of the Week 
i the day of God's reſt, we obſerve 
it, though not in ſuch a way as the 
Jews were wont to obſerve their Sab- 
bath. Beciuſe no Commind can be 
brought to affix the reſb of the Jemjp 
Sabbath on the Chriſtian Lord's: 
Day. Tet in ſuch a way we from 
the Command obſerve it, that in it 


we may have communion with Gol in 


Prayer, and Hearing,and Receiving 


the Supper , GY Works of - 


has 
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ſup 


Chatity, &e. Via. Blackwobd, ut 
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Min Whar a 'confufed,, pet 
plex'd, ( not to ſty conraditting ) 
Anſwer is this? Bur I ſhall not 
give you the trouble to explain'or 
reconcile it. * Tis ſufficient for 
purpoſe to obſerve this Concefft- 
on, viz. That the Chriſtian Sab- 
bath, or the Lord's Day, is indeter- 
”inately commanded in the Fourth 
Cotthmandment. And if only z#- 
determinately, ( 4. e. virtually and 
itmplicitely ) then not determi- 


nately nor expreſly : And then you ' 


have granted, hat there is no ex- 
preſs Command for the Obſervari- 
on of the Firft Day of the Week, 
as the Chriſtian Sabbath. Andcon- 
ſequently, you confeſs (in oppo- 
ſition to your own admired Princi- 
ple ) That F lege may be done 
in the Worſhip of God, without ex- 
preſs Command. in Scripture. © 
But becauſe T obſerve you are 
ſtrangely fond of this 'T _ 
ab b "a 
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ſhall further convince you: of - the 
Falſeneſs of it in other Inſtances. 
- And here I muſt cake the free- 
dom. 40 remind-you, That Ane- 
baptiſts have formerly been: accu- 
{ed /as Enemies to. Goverament : 
That they diſown the Pawerof the 
Civil Magiſtrate : That they de- 
ny the Lawfulneſs of an Oath, &c. 
Are theſe things ſo. ? Be 

Par, Indeed the Munſter Bap- 
tiſts are reported to have. held 
ſome ſuch wild Doftriaes ;- but 
. we are fince better enlighten'd'; 
as appears from our Canfeſfſion 'of 
Faith, London, Printed 1652. The 
49th. Article of which Confeſſion, 
page 11. 1s in theſe very words ; 1: 
is lawful for « Chriſtian to be a Me- 
giſtrate or Civil Officer. And alſq'it 
is lawful to take an Oath. 

Min. I am very-glad you are ſo 
far reformed, as to renounce thoſe 
Munſter Deluſions. You fay then, 
It is lawful to take an Oath. AndI 
{uppoſe you hold it lawful, to /ay 
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your hand upon the Book, and kiſs 
the Book. | 

Par When we Swear, we do 
not refuſe to conform to cuſtom ; 
but doas other men do. — 

- - Miz. But how are theſethings 
conſiſtent with your foremention- 
ed Tenent ? 

And firſt, pray reſolve me, 
Where do you find in the Goſpel 
an expreſs Command to take an 
Oath? 

A Qzaker would tell you, That 
however it might be lawful under 
the Old Teftament, yet an Oath'is 
ſo far from being commanded in 
the New Teftament, that it is ex- 
preſly forbidden, both by our B. 
. Saviour, and his Apoſtle St. James. 
By our Saviour, Matth 5. 34. 
But I ſay unto you, Swear not at all. 
By St. James, chap. 5. ver. 12, But ” 
above all things, my brethren, ſwear 
not. Here you may obſerve, an 
Oath is expreſly forbidden : Bur 
pray , where 1s it -exprelly com - 
manded ? Par. 
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_ Par, All Swearing. is not-for- 
bidden ; bur 'tis only vain andun- 
necefſary ,+ raſh ' and / prophane 
Swearing in ordinary Converſa- 
$i0G, which is. forbidden by. our 

B. Saviour, and by St. James. Now 
beſides this prophane Roring. ( as 
it; deſerves to be called) theres a 
Legal Judicial. Swearing, Which 
is not only an Att of Religion (by 
whe God is: Jopures, 200 or 

rcegs Attri acknow edged 

gs and Charity, 
oh _ = IR is  ſup- 

ported, 'and PHTGR Cantevracies 
the mol NN Jo y. AE: 
ega cla 

fo far from forbidden as a 
lawful, that. it 1s commanded j in 
ſome caſes as ne 

| Min. Your . Anſwer. as to "the 

Quakers is pertinent and convin- 
cog, Bo: how do you anſwer.your- 
Where is this Legal Judi- 
IE caprelly command- 
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"Py." Can ably* Tomimand. be 
more expteſs than this, Thow] og 
fedy the Lord thy Gba, ard 7 
hymn, and ſhalt fwtur by his NANG 
Dit. 13. Cofſile Howie 
Det 10. 20. Tac45; > 5. Jer 44. 2. 

- Miz, Theft ave'bnly Otd” ary 


_ Aakfient Profs,” which | 
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ſhall: profit you nothing, Gal. 5. 2 
'Tis as if -the* Apoſtle had fad, 
He who. is circumciſed hath re- 
nounced: his Chriftianity. And 
why may notthe Caſebe the ſame 
as toan Oath? I do therefore per- 
tinently defire you to'refolve me, 
Where 'is this Legal Judicial 
Swearingexprelly commanded in 
che:New Teſtament ? 

Bur fuppoſing an. Qath were 
expreſly commanded , { thereby 
granting:what you cannot prove ) 
yet, - pray, where: are. yau com- 
mandedsro lay your baud: unon the 
Book, ' aad: life Zens 'Book? What 
day'you to this ? ' — You may 
wall be ſilent. There's not.one 
word:of this.in-the- Goſpel of our 
:Lord\Jeſus Chriſt. 

.  Andithus you are again con- 
vineed.of+.the Falſeneſs of .your 


Tenent.iiFor.if when-you take an 


Oath::(whichis an.A& of Divine 
Worſhip); you hold it lawful to 


lay your hand upotthe Book, and 
C 4 kiſs 
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kiſs the Book ( which are not 
commanded in Scripture ): you do 
then confeſs, That lomething may 
be done in the' Worſhip” of God, 
without: expreſs Command in 
Scripture. 

And here I might juſtly expo- 
ſtulate the partial Proceedings 'of 
you Anabaptiſts ; and your un- 
charitable Cenſures of the Church 
of England. What Clamours have 
been raiſed againſt the uſe of God- 
fathers and Godmothess, and the - 
Sign of the Croſs. 

From - the uſe of the firſt of 
theſe, how invidiouſly do you 1n- 
ſinuate, That the Church of Exg- 
land is no True Church. V. H A 
Reaſons for Separation from the 
Church of England, p.7. Andas 
tothe Croſs in Baptiſm, How ſe- 
verely. hath it been branded with 
Popery, Idolatry,Superſtition, and 
Will-Worſhip, - Bur how ynequal 
you are in ch Refleftions, you 
your ſelves ſhall be Judges. 

When 
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-, When we tell you of the Uſe- 
'* fulneſs of Godfathers and God- 
- mothers' (whoſe Piaus Care and 

Inftrutions may ſupply 'the Ne- 
gle, orthe Death of the Parents) 
you then think it ſufficient to re- 
ply, That we cannot prove the uſe 
of Goafathers and Godmother from 
the Goſpel of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


When we further tell you, that _ 


the Croſs in Baptiſm 1s a decent 
ſignificant Ceremony, you make 
this Anſwer, But where i it com- 
manded in the Goſpel of our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt ? wy 
Now if this be a ſufficient rea- 
ſon to reje& theſe or: any other 
Ceremonies, becauſe they are not 
commanded, pray anſwer me d1- 
ſtinaly, How can youjuſtify. your 
own PraQtice ? Are not laying the 
Hand upon the Book, and kiſſing 
the Book, as much Ceremonies as 
ſigning with the Croſs? Are they 
not as ſignificant, and as much im- 
poſed? But where are they com- 
TJ manded 
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manded in Scripture *. Pray: 7 there- 
fore, for the future, learn vo! be} 


more modeft, and do-not anylog- 
ger cenſure the -Church of Eng- 
land,for impoſing ſignificant Cere- 
monies'; fince this pradtice of 
yours, in laying your hand upon 
the Book and kifling the Book, 
doth either acquit the Church of 
England, or condemn your ſelves. 

But T ſhall not enforce this mt- 
ſlake any farther, but proceed in 
another Inftance to ſhew'. you, 
That this ' Principle -of yours 
( That nothing ought to be done tn 
the Worſhip of God," without ex- 
preſs 'Commund in Seriptare ) TO 
moſt apparently contradicted by 
your Practice. 7 

' Par. Pray, Sir, in wha! other 
Inftance can you pretend -weicon- 
tradi this Principle by our:Pra- 
Qtice ? | 

Mix. In the Sacrament of the 


Lord's Supper; which-youadmi- | 


nifter to Women, without expreſs 
Command 
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JI where faid, That Women received 


the Lord's Sapper, yet is ous to 
them. -. 
Par.. To this. wy eaſier); ; That 
there is ground enough from the Seri- 
prove, for Women who are baptized 
Behkewvers, to receive the. Lord's 
Supper. Let'a man-examine him- 
ſelf, and- ſo let him eat, '/arth the 
Apoſtle ; ;' Viz. Man or Woman, for 
fo the Greek:word "Avrbpumc, figni- 
fies. There is one Mediator be- 
tween God and Man: Tr xor Wo- 
man as well-as Man intended vhere ? 
If there come into your 
a-man having 2 Gold Ring, &c. 
A double: mirided man's unſtable 
in/all-his ways. Are wat Women as 
well as Men comprehinded and meant 
i thoſe' Plates, tho Ra: —_e- 
fer ? 

2, Were dt ih ths mell as 
Men (who believed Y baptized ? 
£,:axd 


commaniied #0 be made ris by 
rhe 
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the Preaching of. the Goſpel in the 


Commiſſion, as well as Men ? +... 
3. Were not Women. Members of. 


the Church ? and does not the Holy 
Supper belong to all Regular Mem: 
bers thereof ? 

This: ſufficiently proves Women 


received 'the Lord's Supper. Vid. - 


Keach Gold refined, p. 161. 


Min. Honett Neighbour, I moſt 


heartily thank you for this An- 
ſwer, . which is not only a full Re- 
ply tothe moſt plaufible ObjeQion 
of your-Party, but doth alſo ſug- 
geſt; nndeniable Proofs for Infanx- 


| Baptiſm. | 


Par. What Objefion, Sir , da 
you mean? And what Proofs for 
Infant-Baptiſm- are ſuggeſted by 
this Anſwer ? I doubt-not but 10s 
have ſuggeſted more-than you are 
able to prove. | 

Mis. Have a | little: Patience, 
Good Neighbour, for I cannot ſay 
all at, once+\ Lay. aſide your Pre- 
judice,--and you will calily appre- 
hend me. | our 
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You! chief and moſt plaufible 
Objection againſt Infant-Baptiſm 
( which 'T ſhall repeat in your own 
words) is this;; Chriſt the great 
Laewgiver to the Goſpel-Church, ne- 
ver commanded us to baptize In- 
fants : Therefore having no War- 
rant nor Command from the Goſpel 
or Word of God, we dare not bap- 
tize them. This is your great Ob- 
jection, To which we return this 
plain. Anſwer. 

"Tis granted, That there is no 
expreſs Command: in the Goſpel 
for Iafant-Baptiſm ; but there 1s a 
virtual, implicit, and conſequential 
Command. And: therefore, tho 
there is noexpre/ſs Command, yer 
there is ſufficient Warrapt ; or (in 
Mr. Kgeachs words), There is 
ground enough from the Scripture 
for Infant-Baptiſm ; for are not 
Infants comprehenaed and meant in 
ſuch and ſuch Places of Scripture, 
as well as Men and Women, tho not 


expreſſed ? 
And 
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And whereas you obje 


to allow any thing tobe done in 


the Worſhip of God without ex- 
preſs Command in'Scripture, is to 
derogate from. the PerfeCtion: of 
the Scripture : Fo this'we an- 
fwer in- the words . of . the 
Church of Exgland, Art.'6. Holy 
Scripture containeth all things neceſ» 
fary to Salvation ; fo that whatſo+ 
ever is not read therein, nor may 
be proved thereby, is not to be ve» 
quired of aniy man that it ſhould be 
believed as an Article of the Faith, 
or be thought requiſite or neceſſary 
to Salvation. | 

And therefore, Though Infant- 


Baptiſm is not read expreſly 1n the | 


Scripture; 7. e. Though you do 
not find theſe very words, Te ſball 
baptize your Infants; yet if Infant- 
Baptiſm can be proved thereby, we 
have then ſuficient Warrant for 
that Practice. Ar leaſt, we have 
as good. Warrant as you Baptiſts 
have for communicating your Wo- 
men. 
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men, For when. we demand of 
you,” Where are you commanded 
tro Adminiſter the Lord's Supper 
to Women ? You anfwer ; There 
i pround-enongh from the Scripture 
ſo to do. ' 'So ſay we ; There's 
ground enough from the Scripture 
to baptize Infants. And there- 
fore if it is lawful to communicate 
Women (without an expreſs Com- 
mand) becauſe, There i ground 
enough from Scripture ; It 1s like- 
wiſe lawful to baptize Infants 
without an expreſs Command , 
becaule there # ground enough from 
Scriptare ſo to ao. 

But after all theſe Scruples (fo 
oreat is the Power of Truth) you 
your ſelves have confeſſed ; That 
it is ſufficient evidence, if we can 
prove Infant- Baptiſm by neceſla- 
ry conſequence. 

Par. Pray, who tells you 
this ? 

Min. A noted Writer of yours. 
Mr. H. Denne, in theſe words. 
How 
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How often ſhall we, tell them, That 
if they bring us either Command or 
Example by neceſſary conſequence , 
we will belive them. V. Antichriſt 
Uamack d, y. 31. From this Con- 
ceifion of Mr. Dexne (which the 
evidence of Truth hath wreſted 


from you ) I thus argue ; Iofant- - 


Baptiſm hath been proved by ne- 
ceſlary conſequence from the 
Szripture 3 Therefore you are ob- 
liged ( unleſs you will deny your 
own words) to admit and be- 
lieve it. | 

Par. Natural Conſequences from 
Scripture we allow, but ſuch which 
{ow not naturally from any Scripture 
we deny, What Commiſſion our 


Brethren have pot, who ſprinkle” 


Children, I know not. Let them 
fetch a thouſana Conſequences, and 
wnwarrantable Suppoſitions for their 
Pratice, it fianifies nothing, Vid. 
Gold Refined, pag. 69. 

Min. You would infer from 
hence, That our Conſequences are 
HRWArYe 
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unwarrant able Suppoſitions. But 'tis 
only in the opinion of thoſe who 
are prejudiced againſt them, Who 
are either ignorant, and cannot ; 
or obſtinate, and will not under- 
ſtand them. Let me therefore 
once, more deſire you to lay aſide 
your Prejudice ; and then,through 
Divine Aſſiſtance, I'll eadeavour 
to convince you (not by: «xwar- 
rantable Suppoſitions,but by natural 
and zeceſſary Conſequences from the 
Scriptures) that it is not only law- 
ful, but alſo your duty, to bap- 
tize your Infants. And, becauſe 
I defign to be as brief as poſlible, 

I will only inſiſt on this Oze Ar- 

gument, v7z. | 

Allthoſe who ought tobe admitted 
Vijzble Church-members, ordinarily 
ouz ht to be baptized. 
But ſome Infants ought to be ad- 

mitted Vifible Church-members. 


Therefore , Some Infants ordd- 


narily ought to be baptized. 
D This 
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This Argument doth conſift of 
Two Premiſes and a Concluſion. 
And when I have confirmed the 
Premiſes,the Concluſion will then 
undeniably follow by natural and 
neceſſary egra qors That ſome 
Infants ordinarily o:ght to be bapti- 
zed, Let us now ſtrictly examine 
this matter. 

The fr ff Propoſition, or (as Lo- 
gicians call it) the Major, is this. 

All thoſe who ought to be admitted 
Viſible Church-members, ordinarily 
ought to be baptized. Do you deny 
1 Propoſition,” or do you grant 
it * 

Par. I grant that Baptiſm #* the 
way and manner of ſolemn admiſſion 
into the Church, meanng the regular 
way. V. Tombes Apolog:, p. 54- 

Bap! ifh mM u an imitiaiinsg Oraz- 
nance. io regular or oraerly coming 
znto the Church of God bat at thus 
D-oy. *—— And that Baptiſm ts an 
tritiating Ordi;;ance 'we have all 
Chriſtians of all Perſuaſions one with 
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un Thy generally afſert the ſame 


thing, VV. Kgach: Gold Refined, 


P. 174, & 177. And all apree in 
this that I have met with; That 
Baptiſm i the initiating Ordinance 
into- the Church. And hence it was 
theyſet their Font at the lower end 


of the Church. Having this notion 


right, that Baptiſm made them 
Members of the Church. T ſhall con- 
clude this Particular with an Argu- 
ment of Mr. BAXTE R's, 

* If there be neither Precept nor 
* Example of admittins Church- 
© members in all the New Teſtament, 
© but by Baptiſm; then all that are 
© now admitted ought to come in by 
© Baptiſm : But there is neither Pre- 
* cept nor Example of admitting 
© Church-members in all the New Te- 
* lament, but by Baptiſm : There- 
© fore they ought to come in the ſame 
© way now. Thus you ſee, That 
Baptiſm i the Door of entrance into 
the Viſible Church, and that the 
Right of 9 comes in by 

2 


virtue 
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wvertue-of their Baptiſm. V. Gof- 
»old. DoCtrine of Baptiſms, p.47, 
Y This Argument of Mr. Baxter 
is likewiſe more fully repeated by 
W. Kiffin in A Sober Diſcourſe of 
Right to Church Communian, pag. 
89, And he alſo acknowledgeth 
that it is an Argument of great 
force and ſolidity. 

Miz I hope then you will grant 
the Major, or the firſt Propoſition, 
viz: All thoſe who ought to be ad- 
mitted Viſible Church- members, or- 
dinarily ou ht to be baptized. 

Par. I muſt grant it. 

Min. W hat ſay you then to the 
Minor, or the Second Propoſition, 
viz. But ſome Infants ought to be 
admitted Viſible Church-members. 
Do you likewiſe grant this Propo- 
ſition ? 

Par. No, I deny it. | 

Miz. Then I muſt prove it. 
And that my Proof may be plain 
and convincing , I think it proper 
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firſ# to inquire, Whether you un- 
derſtand the Terms of the Propoſi- 
tion, and. do rightly apprehend, 
whatit 1s to be. admitted a. Viſible 
Church member. | 

Par. I hope you do not think 
me ſo ignorant, but that I under- 
ſtand what it is to be a Member of 
the Church. He wao knows what 
it is-to be a Member of a Family, 


of a Corporation, or of any other 


Soctery, by a'parity of reaſon will 
likewiſe apprebead what it 1s-t0 
be a Member of aa Church. 'He 
who enjoys the Priviledges. and 
Franchiſes of any-, Corporation, 
and, is admitred in the uſual form 
and manner of-Admiſhon , ſuch 


a perſon. is properly a Member of/. 


ſuch a Corporation. And fo it is 
in any other Society. 

Miz. I ſuppoſe then you will 
graft, That he who hath a Right 
and Title to the Bleſſings and-Pro- 
miſes of the Goſpel, ſuch a perſon 
ought to be acknowledged as-a 

D 3 Member 
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Member of that Spiritual Society 
we call the Church. And conſe- 
quently, To be admitted a wiſible 
Church-member , 'may thus briefly 
be explained, vis. 

It is to be publickly and ſolemnly 
xecerved into that Spiritual Soctety, 
that Body and Number of perſons 

which God hith choſen, and-t.lled 
and ſeparated from the reſt of the 


world, as his Covenant People and , 


Children, to learn the true Religi> 
038, in order to the partaking of thoſe 
"ſpiritual and eternal Bleſſings by 
'Chrift, which he hath promiſed in 
the Covenant of Grace. V. Ollyfſe's 
Defence of Infant-Baptiſm, p. 6. 
From hence you- may oblerve, 
That two things are required of all 
thoſe who are- admitted viſible 
Church-members. TRE 


2. That they be enter'd- into 
Chriſt's School ; there to - be 
taught their Duty, -and to learn 
true Rehpion, 


2. That 
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2. That being thus enter'd into 
Chriſt's School, they partake of 
its Priviſedges, viz. Of the Pro- 
tection, and Proviſion, and Initru- 
Etion of their Maſter. They are 
under his Charge and Diſcipline. 
They are devoted to Learning, 
it they live and are capable of ir. 
And being thus received into the 
Congregation of Chriſt's flock, they 
are publickly owned and acknow- 
ledged to be Chriſtians, and as 
ſuch have a right and title to thoſe 
Spiritual Bleſſings which Chriſt 
hath promiſed to his peculiar Co- 
venant- people. 

This, I hope, you competently 
underftand. | 

Par. I think TI do. 

Min. Then I ſhall endeavour 
to convince you, That ſome 1n- 
fants ought thus tobe admitted wiſt 
ble Church- Members. And I prove 
it thus. 

If no Infants ought to be ad- 
mitted viſible Church-Members, 
D 4 then 
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then the Reaſon why they ought 
not to be admitted, 1s either, - 
1. Becauſe Infants are not capable 
to be admitted viſible Church- Mem- 
bers. Orelfe, | 
2. Becauſeit us not any benefit and 
advantage to Infants ſo tobe admit- 
"ted. Orellſe, - 
3. If it ſhall be granted, that 
Infants are capable, and if it is a 
benefit and advantage {o to be ad- 
mitted ; if, I ſay, notwithſtanding 
this capacity and advantage, In- 
fants ought not to be admitted vi 
ſible Church- Members ; The the 
Reaſon why they ought not ſo to 
be admitted, can be no other than 
this ; viz. Becauſc Chriſt the great 
Lawgiver to the Goſpel Church hath 
declared he will not admit them, 
But none of theſe Particulars 
can be affirmed. Therefore ſome 
Infants ought ta be admitted viſible 
Church- Members. 
Let us. now examine theſe Pre- 
tences 1n their order. ENS” 
And 
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And firſt, Can you pretend , 
That Infants are not capable to be 
4imitted viſible Church- Members ? 

Par. They are not capable. 

Miz. Pray anſwer me this ſhort 
Queſtion, Were not Infants Mem- 
bers of the Jewiſh Church ? 

Par. That Children were admitted 
Members of the Jewiſh Church, is 
granted. Vid. Kzach Gold refin'd, 

113. 
: Min. Why then are they not 
likewiſe capable to be admitted 
Members of the ChriſtianChurch? 


Par. Becauſe Infants are not ca- 


pable of the Qualifications of Goſpel 


Church- Memberſhip ; being wholly 


uncapable of being taught and made 
Diſciples by taking up Chriſt”s Croſs 
and following him, alſo of Self- 
Examination. In the Covenant of 
Peculiarity made with Abraham, 
the Infant Church Members were 
wholly Paſſive, in ſuffering the. ſign 
of the Covenant under the Legal 
Deconomy. But Members of a Goſpel 
Church 
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Church are ative. The Corinthi- 
ans gave themſelves firſt to God, 
and then tothe Apoſtles, by the will 
of God, in a Church State. In a Go- 
ſpel Ch:rch they are initiated after 
Converſion, or at leaſt a Profeſſion 
of it. But Infant Church-member- 
ſbip no-wiſe agrees to a Goſpel Church 
State, who are ſaid tobe ſanttified in 
Chriſt Jeſus, Saintsby calling, holy 
Brethren, living Stones, Chriſt's 
Spiritual Temple, and Houſe. of 
God, 'V. H. Collins Antidote, p. 14. 
The Houfhold of God i called the 
Houſhold of Faith, or a Family 
that conſifteth of Believers ; theres 
fore unleſs you can prove Infants to 
be Believers , they are not of this 
Hoaſe, Vid. Keach Gold refined, 


k $45. | | 

If thoſe only are accounted fit to 
be Members of a Goſpel Church , 
that are able to ſhew forth the praiſes 
of him that hath called them; then 
Infants of ſeven or eight days old 
( who cannot ſhew forth God's Prai- 


es 
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ſes, as aforeſaid ) are not fit to be 
Members of a Goſpel Church. — Be- 
cauſe there is to be none in Chriſt's 
Vineyard ( viz. Church ) but 14 
4s aye Labourers ; the which a Child 
of ſeven or eight days old cannat do ; 
and therefore not fit to be Members of 
Chriſt s Church. But if the Goſpel 
Church did only look for a fair ſhew 
in the fleſh, as Memberſhip in the 
Church under the Law, then Chil- 
dren might either be circumciſed, or 
have their bodies waſhed according to 
the carnal waſhings, and:fo:might be 
clean But Menberſbio in a Goſpel- 
Church is of another nature; that 
requireth cleanneſs within, the heart 
tobe purified by Faith, and the tongue 
ſpeaking forth God's Praiſe. *Now 
eeing there are ſo many Qualifica- 
tions required individually to Goſpel 
Church- Memberſhip, your task # to 
prove, that Infants have them, or ' 
give up the Cauſe. Vid. G. Ham 
mos Sion's Redemption, p. 37, 
and 50. And * H Collins, ut fu- 
Pra, p. 15. Min. 
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Min. As much ay you triumph 
in theſe kind of Harangues, did 
you either conſider the Nature of 
Church-memberſhip, or the diffe- 
rent Capacities of Church-Mem- 
bers, you would not talk at this 
confident rate. To convince you 
of your miſtake, I muſt repeat 
your Objettion. 

Infants, ſay you, are not capable 
of the Qualifications of Goſpel 
Church-memberſhip ( viz. of Faith, 
Repentance, and Obedience, of ta- 
king upChriſt's Croſs,. and following 
him, alſo of 'Self-examination, &c. 
Vid. Collins ut ſupra), Therefore 
they are not capable-to be admitted 
Church-members. 

This is your Argument. In an- 
{wer to which, I deny: both the 
Antecedent and the Conſequent. 

And firſt, I deny the Axtecedent. 
For tho there are ſome Qualifica- | 
tions ( particularly thoſe. by you 
mentioned) of - which Infants are 
not capable, yet there are others 


of 
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of which they are. And therefore 
for that reaſon I do alſodeny your 
Conſequent : And affirm, that in 
ſame reſpeCt Infantsare capable to 
be admitted Goſpel Church mem- 
bers ; tho indeed it muſt be grant- 
ed, that there are ſeveral Conditi- 
ons of Church-memberſhip whol- 
ly inconſiſtent with their Infant- 
State. 

But that I may diſtin&tly ex- 
plain this matter, 1 muſt remind 
you, That there are zwo things 
contain'd in theNotion of Church- 
memberſhip. 

1. Privileges and Bleſſings, Co- 
venanted on God's part. 

2. Service and Obedience, pro- 
miſed and vowed on May's part. 
1 will be to them a God, and they 
ſpall be to me a People, Heb. 8. 10. 

I muſt further remind you, 
That there are two ſorts of Church- 
members under the Goſpel , as 
well as under the Law. 


1. Pri- 
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i. Primary and more Principal, 
viz. Adult Perſons, Men and 
Women ; who in your Language 
are not only Paffrove, - but AFive 
Church-members : Who are not 
only capable to enjoy the Privi- 
leges, but alſo to perform the Du- 
ties and Conditions of Church- 
memberſhip. But beſides theſe, 
there are 

2. A Secondary or leſs Principal, 
or more imperfect Church-mem- 
bers. Such are Infants or-Children ; 
as alfo ſome Adult Perſons, who 
being born deaf and dumb, are 
incapable of Inſtruftion. All theſe 
are only Paſſive ; capable indeed 
to receive ſuch Privileges and Fa- 
vours as a kind and indulgent Fa- 
ther ſhall beſtow vpon them ; but 
not capable as yet, (by reaſon of 
their render Age, and ſome other 
DefeCfts ) either of Faith or Re- 
pentance, or any active Service or 
Obedience. 


It 
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It muſt indeed be granted, That 
Adult Perſons (Men and Women) 
were the firſt and principa/Church- 
members; I ſay, Adult Perſons are 
the Primary Subjet of Church- 
memberſhin ; for the Goſpel was 
firit preached to thoſe who had ears 
fo hear; i.e. who were capacle ro 
receive and embrace it. And con- 
ſequently when you read in the 
Goſpel, of new Converts recerving 
the word with gladneſs; of conti- 
auing fteafaſtly in the Apoſiles Dos» 
Grine and tellowjhip, and in break- 
ing of bread, and in Prayers : 
When you cad of ſuch and ſuch 
(as of the Samaritans; the Enu- 
auch, AQs8. the Fatilor, Ats 
16. ) that they did fir{t Believe 
and Kepent, and then by Baptiſm 
were admitted Church-members ; 
{ſuch Paſſages as theſe are only to 
be applied to Adult Perſons, 
Men and Women of Capacity 
and Underſtanding ; but cannot 


1n the leaftt concern Infants or 
Children, 
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Children, who are incapable of 
them. =. 
Bur becauſe ſuch Miſapplicati- 
on is the grand fundamental mi- 
ſtake of your Party, for your Con- 
viction I muſt deſire you to conli- 
der, That the meaning of all ſuch 
indefinite expreſſions is to be judge 
ed of from the nature and capacity 
of thoſe perſons to whom they are 
ſpoken: e.g. *Tis an Apoſtolical 
Command, That if any would not 
work, neither ſhould he eat, .2 Thel. 


; 3©. 

Now ſuppoſe ſome brainſick 
Eathuſiaſt ſhould thus argue ; I»- 
fants cannot work, therefore they 
muſt not be fed. Old, impotent, and. 
bedrid perſons cannot work, theres. 
fore they muſt ſtarve. What anſwer. 
would you make to ſuch wild In: 
ferences as theſe ? 

Par. I would anſwer, That this: 
Text doth only forbid the relief. 
of idle Lubbers and lazy Drones, 
whocax work, but will not. But* 
it. 
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ic doth not prohibit the Relief of 
Children, or ſuch weak and Aged 
Perſons as caynot work. _ 

Min. You have now anſwered 
your ſelf; foras tis plain, the A- 
poſtle did require working only of 
thoſe that were able to work, but 
| not of thoſe that were unaule. In 
like manner 'tis apparent, That 
Faith, Repentance, and Obedience; 
are only required of Adult Per- 
ſons who are able to perform 
them ; butnot of Infants, who are 
incapable of them. 

I hope you vour ſelf now begin 
to apprehend the weakneſs of your 
Objection; and for your further 
Conviction I ſhall repeat your 
Argument once more, vzz. Inf ants 
are not capable to receive the word 
with gladneſs, —f0 believe, —to 
repent ( as the firſt. Goſpel-Converts 
did) Therefore they are not capable 
to be admitted Church-members : 
I ſay, thus to argue, is weak and 
fallacious; and the Reaſon is this, 

E Becauſe 
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Becauſe theſe Qualifications now , 
mentioned, are not effentially con- 
ſirutive of Church-memberſhip , 
in general; or to ſpeak more 1n- 
telligibly, they are not required of 
all forts of Church-members, but 
only of one ſpecies or kind of them, 
viz. of Adult Perfons, who are | 
able to perform them. But as for 
Infants, they are to be received as 
Church members on another ac- .. 
count ; even from the Grace and; . 
Favour of God, who hath efta-;, | c 
bliſhd his Covenant with the ſ 
Faithful, not only in their own 
Perſons, but with their Seed after, 
them. 7 C, 
Thus he covenanted with Abra-\ pp 
ham, the Father of the Faithful ; vi 
Twill eſtabliſh my covenant bet Ween. 5h 
me and thee, and thy ſeed after thee, 30 In 
in their generations, for an everlaſte, Ac 
ing covenant, tobe a God unto thee,,. 


ant 4 
and to thy ſeed after thee, Gen.17. 7., 
And thus alſo Moſes didenter and, prot 
engage al the People of 1/7ael inta, Fai 


Covenant 
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Covenant with God ; the little 
ones, as well as others, Deut. 29. 
10, Il, 12, 13. Te ſtand this 
aay, &c. 

Par. You need not repeat the 
words : I readily grant, that In- 
fants under the Law were capable 
of being 1n Covenaat, and to be 
admitted Church-members. 

Min. And I as pertinently re- 
peat my Demand, Why chen are 
they not as capable to be admitted 
Church-members under the Go- 
ſpel ? 

Par. I have given you the reaſon 
in theſe words, viz. That zhe 
Church under the Law did only look 
for a fair ſhew in the fleſh (by ha- 
ving the Mark of Circumciſion 
imprinted in the fleſh, of which 
Infants were capable as well as 
Adult Perſons); but Memberſhip 
ina Goſpel Charch is of another aa- 
ture, that requireth cleanneſs with- 


Wi; the heart to be purified by 
\ ll Faith; of which Infants are not 
: E 2 capable; 
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capable; Yi4. G. Hammon Stron's 
Redemption, P. 59. 

Min. If therefore upon exami- 
nation it ſhall appear. that the 
Church under the Law did 
require cleanneſs within, ( as 
you phraſe it) and the heart to be 
purified by Faith ( of which you 
ſay Infants are not capable ), Then 
Infants were as uncapable,. with 
reſpe&t to theſe qualifications, to 
be Church-members under the 
Law, as under the Goſpel. Cox- 
ſequently ſome other Reaſon ( be- 
ſides theſe Perſonal Qualifications 
now mention'd ) mult be aſſigned | 
for their admiſſion as Church- 
Members under both Diſpenſa- 
tions. 

Par. T deny that the Church 
under the Law did require cleanneſs 
within, ——- the heart to be purified 
by Faith. Fir{t make your Proof, 
and then raiſe your Inferences 
from it, 


Min. 
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was required of the Jewiſh as well 

as Goſpel Church-members , is 
undeniably proved from theſe fol- 
lowing Scriptures. 

To what purpoſe us the multitude 
of your ſacrifices unto me ? ſaith the 
Lord. Brin? no more vain obla- 
FHONS. Waſb ye, make ye clean, 
put away the evil of your doings from 
before mine eyes, Ia-1.11, 13,16. 
Who ſhall aſcend into the hill of the 
Lord? he that hath clean hands and 
4 pure heart, Pal, 24. 3, 4. Create 
in me a clean heart, O God, Pal. 
51.10. Rent your heart, and not 
your garments, Joel 2.13. Circum- 
ciſe therefore the foreskin of your 
heart, Deut. 10. 16. And the Lord 


' thy God will circumciſe thine heart, 


and the heart of thy ſeed, to love 
the Lord thy God with all thine 
heart, and with all thy foul, that 
thou may'ſt live, Deut. 30.6. Cir- 
eumciſe your ſelves tothe Lord, and 

E 3 take 


Min That cleanneſs within, or 
cleanneſs and purity of the heart , 
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take away the foreskins of your heart, 
ye men of Judah, and inhabitants 
of Jeruſalem, Jer. 4. 4. Behold the 
days come, ſaith the Lord , that 1 
will paniſh all them which are cir- 
cumciſed , with the uncircumſed ; 
Egypt, and Judah, and Edom, and 
the children of Ammon, and Moab, 
and all that are in the utmoſt cor- 
mers, that dwelt in the wilderneſs ; 

or all theſe nations are uncircum- 
ciſed, and all the houſe of Iſrael are 
uncircumciſed in the heart, Jer. 9, 
25, 26. For circumciſion verily pro- 
fiteth, if” thou keep the law ; but if 
thou be a breaker of the law, thy cir- 
cumciſion is made uncircumciſion ; 
for he is not a Jew, which is one 
outwaraly ; neither is that circumci- 
fron, which is outward in the fleſb : 
But he ts a Jew which is one inwardly, 
and circumciſion is that of the heart, 
in the ſpirit, and not in the letter, 
whoſe praiſe is not of men, but of 
God, Rom. 2. 25, 28, 29. Circum- 
eifion is nothing, aud uncircumciſion 
is 
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is nothing but the keeping the com- 


: wandments of God, 1 Cor. 7. 19. 

From theſe places of Scripture 
' it undeniably appears, That the 
Church under the Law did not ox- 
ly look for a fair ſhew in the fleſh 
(as you pretend ) but it likewiſe 
did require cleanneſs within, and 
the heart to be purified with faith. 
The Jews were nor only to cir- 
cumciſe the foreskin of their fleſh, 
but the foreskia of their hearts ; 
and they who negleQed this Cir- 
cumcifion of the heart, in the 
Lord's eſtem, were as uncircum- 
Ciſed. 

St. Pax! doth plainly inftru& 
us, That Circaumcifion & nothing, 
that it profiteth nothing, without 
keeping of the Commanaments.From 
hence I demand, and pray an- 
ſwer me direAly ; 

Could a Jew:/b Infant, at eight 
days old , circumciſe the heart ? 
Or, could it beable at thoſe tem- 
der years to keep the Command- 
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Par. No, it could not. 
Min. Then the Circumciſion of, 
ſuch an Infant (which could not 
circumciſc the heart, nor keep the 
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Commandments ) was nothing ;,..- 


it profiteth nothing ; it was as | ) 


uncircumciſion. Or, in your Lanz 


- guage, it was Mock-circumcilion 


a Baby-circumciſion ; meer nullity 
and fiction. For the whole Action 
was done without . the Child's 
knowledge or conſent. Which 


.. was fo far from knowing any 


thing of the matter, that it may 
be was: faſt aileep, till awakened 
by the ſharpneſs of the Kaitfe. 


V. Eaw. Paye's Juſt Reply, p. 40. ;:; 
And then was ſo far from conſent- . -: 


ing to the Attion, that it ſhewed 
its diſlike by crying. V. Eaw. 
Paje's Apol. p. 6. Now pray re- 
folve me, How could a Jewi/b In- 
fant be fnade a Member of the 
Church without its knowledge or 
conſent 7 V. Paze's Reply, p. 9. 
Anſwer diſtinQly to thele —_ 
Sent, 2] " an 
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and then obſerve what I have fur- 
ther to ſay. 

Par. 'Tts grante.!, That an In- 
fant of eight days old cuuld not 
circumciſe rhe heart, nor keep the 
Commandinents. Ir could neither 
believe with che heart, nor confeſs 
with the mouth, whillt it conti- 
nued in that Infanc ſtare. Bur it 
was obliged to perform theſe Du- 
ties when it came to years of dif{- 
cretion, and was aduir. 

Miz. But how can a Chil: of 
cight days old be obliged? What 
Promiſe can it then make? 

Par. A formal and verbal Pro- 
miſe it cannot poſſi»'y make bes» 
fore it can ſpeak and underſtand ; 
but a vertual and Interpretative 
Promiſe it may. 

Miz. What do you mean by 
this virtual Interpretative Pro- 
miſe? 

Par. The very Action of Cir- 
cumcifion was a Promiſe, and 
obligation to obedience. ÞT teſtify 

SES, again 
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again to every man that is circum- 
ciſed, that he is 4a debtor to do the 
whole law, Gal. 3. 5. If therefote 
the circumciſed Infant , when'"it 
came to years of diſcretion , and 
was inſtructed in the nature and 
reaſon of its circumciſion, if it 
then did circumciſe the heart 
( which the circumciſion of the 


fleſh did ſignify, and repreſent and i 


oblige it to) if it then paid #n 
homage and obedience as one of 
his people; then the Lord would 
confirm and ratify h# part of the 
Covenant in being its God. Bur 
if when the Child came to years 
of diſcretion (and was capable'to 
know and perform theſe things 
with the aſſiſtance of Divine 
Grace) if it then did negle&'to 
circumciſe the heart, to mortify 
its corrupt AﬀeCQtions, and did re- 
fuſe to keep the Commandments 
of God ; Then its circumciſion was 
wncircumciſion 3 it profited ne 


thing. | 
Min. 
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i: 44ia. You have given me a ve- 
\fFy plain and rational Account of 


Anfant-circumciſion , and Church- 


memberſhip under the Law. Ler 
us now turn the Tables ; and you 
have given as good an account of 
Tnfant- baptiſm and Church-member- 
ſip under the Goſpel. And what 
you have now ſaid may convince 
you, That the Child of a Chriſti- 
an is as capable in its infancy to be 
admitted a Member of the Chri- 


{tian Church by Baptiſm, as the 


Child of a Jew was to be circum- 
ciſed at eight days old, and by 


{ſuch Circumciſion to be admitted 


a Member of the Fewiſh Church. 
,»; And this, I hope, ſhall yer 
more fully appear, by examining 


the Secopd Particular, which [ 


thus propoſe, vs. 
Can you pretend, That it # no 


benefit or advantage to Infants to be 
admitted Church members under the 


Goſpel ? 
Par. 
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Par. Doubtleſs Goſpel-Church- 
memberſhip is a very great advan- 
tage. But I deny that it is any 
advantage to Infants, becauſe they 
are uncapable of it. 

Min. The Capacity of Infants 
hath already been examined ; and 
needs not any further repetition. 
To deal fairly and Scholar-like 
with me, you ought now (under 
this ſecond Topick) to ſuppoſe ir. 
However, to let you ſee how deli- 
rous I am of your conviction, I 
ſhall not only prove, That Church- 
memberſhip under the Goſpel is a 
great advantage ; but alſo that it 
is ſuch an advantage as Infants are 
capable of. 

Now to make this plain and 
intelligible, you muſt again con- 
ſider what 1t is to be a Goſpel- 
Church-member. 

It «s to be in covenant with God, 
And as one of his Covenant people, 
to be adopted, and taken into God's 
Family. And by being thus taken 

| into 
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into his Family ( the Church ) "tis 
#6 have a title to theſe following 
Bueſſings. 
1. Pardon of fin in this life. 
2. An Eternal Inheritance, and 
portion of Glory in the next. 

And are not Infants capable of 
theſe Priviledges and Bleſſings ? 

Par. No, they are not. 

Min. I'll convince you that they 
are by enumerating Particulars. 

And firſt, Are not Infants capa- 
ble under the Goſpel to be zz cove- 
nant with God? 

Par. They are not capable 
whilſt they are Infants. 

Min. Are not all Chriſtians in 
covenant with God ? 

Pay. That muſt be granted. 

Min. And are not Infants of 
believing Parents Chriſtians ? 

Par. They may be Chriſtians. 

Min. So may Jews or Turks, 
when they embrace the Faith, 
and make profeſſioa of Chriſtia- 
nity, they may be Chriſtians. That's 

- - no 
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no Anſwer to my Queſtion. Fo? 
I do not ask what your Infants my” 
be, but what they are. Are they” 
Tews or Mahumetans ? S 
Par. They are neither. 
in. If your Infants are neither * 
Jews, nor Turks, nor Chriſtians, - 
then they are Heathens. For F 
know not elſe what co call them. 
And if Heathens, then the Apoſtle : 
will admoniſh you what a fad 
condition they are in. They are * 
without Chrift, ftrangers from the 
covenants of ae , having no 
hope, and without God in the world, 
Eph. 2.12. In ſhort, The Infants” 
of Chriftian Parents are either 7» 
the Church , or out of the Charch. 
If they are in the Church, Then 
they are Church-members, (and 
as ſuch are in Covenant.) And fo - 
you grant what I contend for. 
And if they are Church-members, 
Then according to your own Con- 
feſhon, Infants are tobe baptized. 
And thus the Controverſy is at ” 
end, 
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End. But if Infants are out of the 
Church ; Then , Since out of the 
Church there is no Salvation, AQs 
2. 47. Infants are not capable of 


Salvation. And 1s this your Cha- 


rity for your Infants? Will you 
only leave them like a Company 
of Heathens, to the general mercy 
of God ( who may ſave them if he 
pleaſeth, by ways unknown to 
you) without any diftin& certain 
Hope of their future State ? Is 
this all your care and concern for 
them ? But to proceed, 

2aly, Are not Infants capable 79 
be adopted, and taken into God's Fa- 
mily ? | 

Par. No, they are not., 

Min. Are not Infants capable of 
Civil Adoption, and of being ad- 
mitted into any Family, or'Col- 
lege or Hoſpital, for their preſent 
Support and Maintenance, and fu- 
ture Education and InſtruQion ? 

Par. Doubtleſs they are. 

Min, Why then are they not as 
capable 


a 
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capable of Spiritual Adoprion, i 
of being admitted into God's 
mily, the Church ? 

Par. Bzcauſe the Houſbold, of 
God is called the Houſhold of Faith, 
or a Family that conſiſte th of Be: 
lievers; 1 herefore , unleſs you cais 
prove Iafants to be Believers, they 


are not of this Houſe, Vid. Keach, 
Po 3.03. 

Min. Tf you will ckeowiedas 
none to be Believers, but only. 
thoſe who have actual Faith, then 
it muſt be granted that Infants 1n 
that ſenſe, are not Believers. For 
they can no more Believe then they 
can ſpeak or diſcourſe, or in as 
ny other Inſtance exerciſe theie 


Reaſon. Bur the words Believers: 


and Faithfl are of a larger extents! 
and may very truly and properly 
be applied ro "ſuch as have thel 
Priviledges of Believers, though) 
as yet they are not capable of sf 
al Faith, 
For as Infants before they can! 
| {peak 


Sh 
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[Speak or exerciſe their Reaſon, 
are called Rational, are elteemed 
and treated as Rational Creatures, 
and not as Prates :. In like man- 
ner, our Gracious God ( who 
hath promiſed to be a God to the 
Faithful, not only in their own 
Perſons, but alſo to their Seed ) 
doth for the ſake of the Faithful 
Parents, accept of their Infants 
as Faithful, and doth eſtimate 
them as Belzevers, and doth be- 
ſow the Priviledges of Faithful 
and Believers upon them. And 
therefore, I ſay, as an Infant is a 
Rational Creature before it can ex- 
erciſe its Reaſon ; in like manner, 
an Infant may be a Believer, be- 
fore it is capable of aQtual Faich, 
In ſhort ; Though Infants of Be- 
lieving Parents, are not at7ual Be- 
lievers, yet they are Believers in 
God's eſteem and acceptation. 

ITf your Prejudice will not yet 
ſuffer you to receive this Truth, 
I muſt then inform you ; _ 
ens 
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this was the Doctrine of thar fait)z+ 
ful Martyr Mr. John Philpot, 19, 
theſe Words. Chriſt calleth ſuch 48, 
be not able to confeſs their Faith, Be+, 
liever's ; becauſe of his meer Grace 
he reputeth them for Believers. 
=— For we judge the People of God, , 
4s well by the free and liberal Pro. 
miſe of God, as by the Confeſſion of | 
Faith: For to whomſoever God pros. 
miſeth himſelf to be their God, and 
whom he acknowledgeth for his,. 
thoſe no man without great impiety.., 
may exclude from the number of the; 
faithful : But God promiſeth, that; 
he will not only be the God of ſuch agi, 
do profeſs him , but alſo of Infants) 
( who cannot yet Profeſs him, ).; 
promiſing them his Grace and remiffi 


on of Sins, NV. Book of Martyrs} 
3. Vol. p. 606. Lond 1641. I hopeq Po 
this Teſtimony is full and convin-,lg- 
cing, and that you will not be fa;pfs,4 
:mpertinent as to ſuggeſt , Thag \&. + 
this Eminent Martyr (who Sealed j&j. 


the Truth of the Proteſtant Reli- | 
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gon with his Blood, and was Bur- 
ned in Smithfield) was an Advocate 
fot the Churchof Rome; or, in the 
modern Style, was Popiſhly affefted: 
"Now that Children may be e- 
ſteemed Believers ; and as ſuch 
taken into God's Family together 
with their Parents, may be fur- 
therexplained ; by conſidering the 
| | like proceedings in Civil Afﬀairs. 
"In the Att of Nataralization of 
”. | Foreign Proteſtants, the Parents 
| only do take the Oaths and the 
| Teffs (for Infants know nothing of 
(3 the matter) and yet this A of 
#\1] the Parents is imputed to their 
# | Chitdren for their benefit and ad- 
2-1 vantage. | 
An Infant is not capable to 
Si {wedr Allegiance, or to renounce 
&YPopery ; and yet by the Parents 
fo doing, it is made a Free born 
Q ASubjet of England : And as ſuch, 
ph is frot only under the ProteCtion of 
d.\She Laws , but alſo may inherit 
Ur Lands by Deſcent. 
8 = F 2 And 
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And thus it is in Spirituals. Jems, 
Turks and Heathens, are Strangers 
and Foreigners : And before: they 
can be Naturalized as Fellow-Cits- 
zens with the Saints, and of the 
Houſbold of God, they muſt take 
the Oaths and the Tefts. In plain 
terms 3 Before they can be admit- 
ted into the Church, and have the 
Priviledges of Church-members,, 
They muſt Profeſs to Believe.all 
the Articles of the Chriſtian Faith : 
They muſt promiſe to keep Godf's 
holy Will and Commandments : T hey 
muſt renounce all their Spiritual Ene- 
»mies, Burt being thus admitted, 
then the Priviledge of Church- 
memberſhip( thatSpiritualNaturg- 
[ization is not confined to. ;thefſ - 
Perſon of the Parents, but is con-fſ- 
vey'd to their Children, who by 
this Profeſſion of the Parents, have 
a Right to thoſe Church-Privilea|- 
ges, which the Infants of other: 
Heathens and Aliens have, as yet,ſ|.- 
no ſuch Right or Title to. 

This: 
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-- This might further be explained 
to" you, by conſidering the Pro- 
eeedings 1n our Corporations, and 
Cety-Companics herein Loudon; In 
which the Children of Freemen 
Cas well as their Parents ) do par- 
take of ſuch Priviledges as the 
'Children of others / who are no 
Freemen) are not Capable of. 

\ Theſe Things are plain and in- 
telligible. But if men will notun- 


'derftand us, we cannot help it. 


From theſe Premiſles it appears , 


:Fhat Infants of Chriſtian Parents 
'are Faithful, and Believers and as 
| ſuch, are 12 Covenant with God ; 
-and'are Adopted, and taken into 
"© God's Family the Church ; where- 
"© by. they have a Title to theſe fol- 
"Towing Bleſſings (as I now pro- 
"*ceed to convince you.) 

\C 'x. Pardon of Sin in this Life ; 
2. An Eternal Inheritance, and 
"Portion of Glory in the next. 


And Firft, Are not your Infants 


"capable of Pardon of Sin ? 


F 3 Par, 
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Par. We leave them to God's 
Mercy. \ 

' Mir. So we do Heathens. But 
this is too general and confuted an 
Anſwer. Tell me therefore di 
ſtintly, Are not Infants guilty of 
Original Sin ? 

Par. Oar Firſt Parents being the 
root, and by God's appointment 
 Panding in the room and ſtead of all 

Mankind, the Guilt of their Sin was 
zmputed, and corrupted Nature con- 
wvezea, to all their Poſterity deſcend- 
ing from them by ordinary generati- 
tion ; being now conceived in Sin, 
and by nature Children of Wrath. 
Vid. Anabapt. Confeſſion of Faith, 
Pp. 24. London, Printed 1688. 
Mix. Is not this Original Sin 
Deadly and Damaning even to. In 
fants? | , 
' Par. Infants being now conceived 
in Sin, and by Nature Children of 
Wrath, they are the Servants of 
Six, the Subjet# of Death, and all 
other Miſeries, Spiritual, Temporal, 


ana 
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"4nd Eternal, unleſs the Lora Jeſus 
ſet them free. V. Confeſſion ut ſu 


Pra. 

1- Min. Since then the Lord Jefus 
doth ſer Infants free, he doth par- 
don andAbſolve them. And thus it 
doth appear from your own Coxnfeſ= 
fon, that Infants are capable of Par- 
don of Sin ? 

Secondly, Are not Infants capa- 
bleof an Eternal Inheritance, and 
Portion of Glory ? 

Par. Theſe innocent Babes that 
have never ated Sin, are by our Sa- 
viour pronounced Heirs of the Kjng- 
dom of Heaven, V .Edw. Paye's Juf 
Reply p. 20. 

Min. I have now ſhewed you , 
that Infants are capable of being ad- 
mitted Viſible . Church-members 
under the Goſpel. And the Reaſon 
is, becauſe they are Faithful and 
Believers ( for though Infants are 
not capable of aQual Faith, yet 
they are Believers in God's eſteeng 
and acceptation. 
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I have likewiſe ſuggeſted, that,it 
4s a very great Bl«/izg to Infants 
ſo to be admitred. And this. is-{0 
evident, that it doth not need any 
furcher Proof or Illuſtration : For 
is it not the greateſt Bleſhng'to be 
in Covenant with God ? To have 
the Lord for their God? Is it not 
the higheſt Priviledge to be adop- 
ted and admirted into God's Family 
the Chuzrch, thereby to be pur into 
a State of Salvation ( for :be Lord 
added to the Church daily ſuch as 
ſbould be ſaved, Ats 2 47.)Is it not 
the richeſt mercy, to have Pardon 
of Sin, and to be Heirs of the 
Kingdom of Heaven ? | 
Now ir being thus granted , 
that Infants are capable of being 
Church-members under the: Go- 
ſpel : And it being ſo great a Bene- 
ft ſo to be admitted ; If, I ſay, 
notwithſtanding this Capacity and 
Advantage, Infants ought not to 
pe admitted Viſible Church-meme 
pers ; then the Reaſon why they 
- Ik | '  oughh 
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/'ought not fo to be admitted, can 
?*be''no other than this ; viz. Be- 
*\cauſe Chriſt the grea: Law-giver to 
''#he Goſpel Church, hath declared he 
will pot admit them. 

”- © This is the Thrrd and laſt Parti- 


cular to be conſidered. And be- 
cauſe it is the very hinge of the 
Controverſie, I ſhall examine ir 
ſtritly and impartially. 

_ For the main Queſtion between 
us and the Antipedobaptiſts, is not, 
concerning an abſolute and expreſs 
Command for 1»fant- Baptiſm, and 
Church-memberſhip ( as our Bre- 
thren ſuggeſt )but the grand Que- 
ſtion 1s this; viz. Whether our 
Bleſſed Saviour hath ſo Derermi- 
ned the- Subject of Baptiſm and 
Church-memberſhip, 7z. e. Whe- 


'ther he hath ſo confined Church- 


memberſhip to Adult Perſons pro- 
feſfing the Faith , that thereby he 
hath excluded Infants fromCharch- 
znemberſbip, and conſequently from 


« Baptiſm? I ſay, conſequently fram 


Baptiſm ; 


_ 
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Baptiſm; For ſince Baptiſm is the 
only Rite and Inſtitutions whereby 
any perſon can be admitted a 
Church-member under the Go- 
ſpel ; thoſe whoare excluded from 
Church-memberſhip, are likewiſe 
excluded from Baptifm ; and thofe 
whoare admitted to Church-mem« 
berſhip, muſt alſo be admitted to 
Baptiſm. Now it muſt be granted ; 
That our B, Saviour, the great 
Law-giver to the Goſpel-Church, 
had Power and Authority to limit 
and determine the Subje& of 
Baptiſm and Church-memberſhip, 

2. e. He had Power to appoint 

who ſhould be admitted Members 
of his Church , and who ſhould 
be excluded. The Queſtion there- 

fore, in ſhort, is this ; viz. Whe- 

ther he hath ſo far done it, and in 
fuch manner determined it as to 

exclude Infants? 

This is the true ftate of the 
Controverſie. I demand therefore , 
Hath our B, Saviour excluded In- 
: by hs h fants 
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fants from being . Church-mem- 
bers ? 

Par. T here was an old Law, wheres 
in Infants were adinittedto the Pris 
wviledges of being Members of the 
National Church of the Jews. But 
that Law was to continue but till 
Chriſt came ; and now he has made 4 
new Law, wherein Infant-Church> 
memberſhip is quite left out , NV, 
Keach Gold Refined, p. 114 

Min. You ſay then that Infant- 
Church-memberſhip is quite left out, 


W hat do you mean by that Expreſ- 


fion ? 
Par. I denote this, viz. That. 
though Infants were admitted. 


Church-members under the Law ; - 


yet now, under the Goſpel, our 
B. Saviour hath declared, he will 
not admit them. 

Mix. If our B, Saviour hath de- 
clared, that Infants ſhall not be 
admitted Church-members under 
the Goſpel ; then this Declarati- 
on by which they are excluded, is. 
either, | I. Dire 


Red 
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i. Dired and Expreſs. Or, ' 

2. Conſequential, and by good 
Natural DeduQtion : But neither 
of theſe can be pretended. þ 
And Firſt, TI am ſure you can- 
not pretend, that there isa Dired 
and Expreſs Prohibition : If you 
ſay there is; then pray tell us 
where we may find it; In which 
of the Goſpels, or in what Fys- 
fele; in what Chapter or Verſe 
do you read it? But I never could 
* fiadone word from the beginning 
© of St. Matthew, to the end of the 
© Revelations of St. John theDivine, 
© that ſaith plainly,ye ſball not ſprin- 
© kle yourChildren:No,nor that faith, 
©; hat ye ſhall not Baptize yohr Infants. 

There is therefore no Diret# or 
Expreſs Prohibition. 

Par. However if there is but an 
Implicit or Conſequential Prohibi- 
tion,you will then,I hope,acknow - 
ledge, that Infants are excluded. 

Min. TI might juſtly except a- 
gainft your Proof, For as you re- 
* quire 
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quire an expreſs Command to ad- 
mit them; I may with greater 
Reaſon require an expreſs Prohi- 
bition toexclude them. 
--. Forſince( as you have granted ) 
Infants were formerly admitted 
Church-members under the Law ; 
they ought likewiſe ſo to be admit- 
ted under the Goſpel (which isa 
Diſpenſation of more Grace and 
mercy) unleſs you can produce 
ſomePoſitiveLaw of Chriſt, where- 
by he doth exclude them. For no- 
thing can make that unlawful zow 
under theGoſpel)which was a Du- 
ty before (under the Law) but a Di- 
reCt and Expreſs Prohibition from 
the Legiſlator himſelf ; who alone 
hath Power to reſcind, as well as 
to make Laws. p 

But I ſhall not inſiſt upon this 
at preſent. I deny that there is fo 
much as an Implicit or Conſequen- 
tial Prohibition of Infants Church- 
memberſhip. 

Par. I ſhall not doubt to 
_ prove 
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prove it from thefe Two Topicks:' 


1. From the Inſticution of Bap® 


tiſm. 


2. From the Qualifications and' 


Conditions which are required, m 


the Goſpel, of all Perſons to be 


Baptized. 
_ Min, Proveit Firſt from the In- 
ftitution of Baptifm. 

Par. Firſt of all, it may be neceſ- 
fary toſhew you, that this Ordinance 
was inſtituted aud ordained by our 
Lord Jeſns, andgiven forth by him 
ſoon after he roſe from the dead, and 
a little before he aſcended into Hea- 
ven;lee Mat.28.18,19,20.Mark.16. 
16, And Jefus came and ſpake unto 


WI 


them, ſaying, All power is giver” 


unto me in heaven and in earth. 
Goye therefore and teach all nati- 
ons, baptizing them in the name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and 
of the holy Ghoſt. Teaching them 
to obſerve all things whatſoever I 


have commanded you : And to, 


the 


I am with you alway even unto © 
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the end of the world. Amen. Theſe 
are the wora's of the great Commiſſion 
— wherein Baptiſm is found and 
expreſly given forth, Vid. Keach 
Gold Refined, p. 2. 

Mip. Were it pertinent I could 
convince you , that theſe words, 
Mat. 28. 18, 19. &c. are not the 
Inſtitution of Baptiſm ; or the firſt 
Commiſſion, as you ſuppoſe. For 
tis evident that our Saviour's Diſ- 
ciples did Baptize, and make Dif- 
ciples in the !1fe-time of their Ma- 
ſter, and before his Paſſion. Which 
doubtleſs they did by his Order 
and Appointment. Theſe words 
therefore are not the Inftitution of 
Baptiſm, but only an enlargement 
of the firſtCommiſſion, For where- 
as, at firſt, our B. Saviour declares , 
he was not ſent but to-the loſt ſheep 
of 'the houſe of Tſrael, Mat. 15. 
24. And commands his Diſciptes 
( when he ſent them out to make 
| Proſelytes) Go not into the way of 
the Gentiles, Mat, 10. 5. He now 
Eo: enlargeth 
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enlargeth their Commiſſion, Gs 
and Teach, or Profelyte and: DiF 
Ciple al! Nations, Gentiles as well 
as Jews. AJ 
But to paſs by this miſtake,.:[ 
deny that this Text doth exclude 
Infants from Church-memberſhip, 
and conſequently from Baptiſm-/ 
Par. Pray is there a word of 
Infants in this Text ? Is there the 
leaſt notice of them? And can you 
fancy, had it been the mind of Je 
ſus Chriſt to Baptize them, and 
admit them into his Church , that 
he would not plainly have told us 
ſo in this great Commiſſion ? Can 
any thing reflett more upon the- has. 
nour of Chriſt, &Cc. than this? a 
if he ſhould neglei# to ſpeak ont this 
Mind andWill to u plainly! V .Kgach 
Gold Refined, p. 96. al 
Min. All theſe warm Expoſtu+ 
lations do fignikie little, For pray. 
can you pretend that Infants are: 
excluded becauſe they are not! 
mentioned ? If ſo, then Womes: 
are 
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are excluded. For Women are no 
more mentioned in this lait Com- 
itnifſion, than Infants. Nor are Iy- 
fants any more excluded than Wo- 
men. For your Conviction I'll re- 
peat the Words : Go 4nd Diſciple 
all Nations, Baptizing them. Now 
who are theſe that are to be made 
Diſciples by Baptiſm ? Are not 
all Nations ? And are-not All of all 
Nations, Infants as well as Men 
and Women ? That thislaſt Com- 
miſſion 1s thus to be underſtood, 
would be very intelligible, had 
it been deliver*d in this Form, Go, 
Profelyte all Nations, Circumciſing 
them, &c. Had Circumciſion been 
ſtill in force , and ({ inſtead of 
Baptiſm ) had it been the Rite of 
Admiſſion into the Chriſtian 
Church; I appeal to your own 
Judgment and Reaſon , whether 
inſuch a Form of Words it could 
be imagined, that the Infants of 
ſuch Gertile Proſelytes ſhould be 
excluded Circumciſion. What 
| G teaſon 
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reaſon therefore can there be, from 


theſe words, to imagine that our 
Saviour did intend ro exclude the 
Infants of Gentile-Converts from 
Baptiſm ? Since they are as capable 
of Baptiſm, as Circumciſion, and 
fince Baptiſm is as beneficial to 
them as Circumciſron ? 

' Par. But though Infants are not 
excluded by name ( no more are 
Bells, V. Keach. Gold Refined, p. 
148.) Yet they are excluded in 
the reaſon of the thing. As ap- 
pears from theſe Two Conſliderati- 
ONS. 

i. From the Order of the 
Words. Be 

2. From the Qualifications and 
Conditions which are required. ig 
the Goſpel, { not only in this Text 
but in other Places ) of all Perfogs 
to be baptized. Of which Qualift- 
cations ſince Infants are not capa- 


ble, they are conſequently exclus 
=y quently | 


Mis. 
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Mn. I'll endeavour your Satis- 
Ration in theſe Two particulars. 
And Firſt, How do you. prove 
from the order of the words, in 
this laſt Commiſhon, that Infants 
are excluded from Church-mem- 
berſhip, and conſequently from 
Baptiſm ? 

-* Par. Obſerve what is Antetedent 
to Baptiſm : Teach all Nations. There 
thuſt be Teaching : They muſt be firf 
Tanght , or made ac cond 
Bext baptize them. V. Keach Gold 

| Refined, p. 65. When Chriſt layeth 
down the Apoſtolical Commil/ion, the 
#ttare and order of the Apoſtles 
work, it is firſt to make them Diſci- 
ples, and then to baptize them in 
Fhe name, &Cc. Id. p. 74. The Lord 
Feſtus hath plainly excluded Infants, 

* | Ir his Commiſſion, from this Admi- 

| ##iſtration according to ordinary Rule. 
For in that he commands them ta 
baptize Diſciples, upon Preaching 
firſ® to. them, it follows that none 
but ſuch who are ſo Taught, and ſo 
EU% - G 2 by 
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by Teaching made Diſciples, are by 
wertue of the Commiſſion ts be bapti+ 
zea, 1d. P. 88. +4 
Min. The word padnruvorre, 45 
ts well known and confeſſed by all, 
doth fignifie ts Diſcipulize, or make 
Diſciples, V. Keach Gold Refined, 
. 65. And therefore is very ll 
FF racdlated Teach. Which having 
duly conſider'd, you muſt then 
acknowledge ,, that the force of 
your Argument, from: the order 
of the words, 15 plainly loſt. For 
the Text, when rightly Tranſlated, 
is thus ; Go and Diſciple all Nations 
baptizing them, —T eaching them 0 
obſerve all things, &c. Heres 
mdeed a Teaching ', but it-'is 
fubſequent to their Diſcipleſhip 
and their Baptiſm. Firf, make all 
Nations my Diſciples by Baptiſm, 
then leach them, &c. A Child 
may be admitted intoa School, and 
may be called rhe Diſciple and 
Seholar of ſuch a Maſter, befere 
he hath been actually taught one 
Letter 
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Letter in his Book. So that, I ſay, 
this Text, -ii rightly Tranſlated, 
is rather againſt you than for you. 
But ſuppoſing the Tranſlation 
were proper. Go, Teach aff Nations, 
haptizing them. Doth. it hence fol- 
low. That none are to beBaptized, 
but ſuch who are firſt Tavght ? 
Indeed when Nations were fir(t 
Converzed to the Chriſtian Faith, 
we readily. grant, that thole who 
were capable of Teaching, ſhould 
be firſt Taught,and then Baptized. 
Aliens and Infidels of grown Age 
Cand to ſuch-the Apoſtles were 
feat ) muſt -be firſt Taught and 
zaſructed, before they are recet- 
ved jyato the Chriſtian Church, 
-For ſince Religion is a' rational 
Service, no Adult Perſon ought 
['to be admitted withour his owa 
- Perſonal Conſeat. 
But what is this to the Caſe 
of Infants? Doth it follow , that 
"becauſe Adult Perſons, who are 
-gapable of [aſtru&ion, muſt be 
yur G 3 frlt 
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firſt Taught before they are Bapth 
zed, Therefore Infants, who' are 
incapable to be. Taught, muſt be 
rejected ? I'll convince you by this 
Parallel-Cafe. Suppoſe this Comy 
miſſion were given-to certain Dis 
vines of: the Church of England. 
Go, and Difciple the Indians. What 
method would thoſe Mifſioners 
rake ? Would they nor firſt Preach 
the Goſpel ? And when Adult 
Perſons; of Capacity and Under-” 
ſtanding, had received and em- 
braced it, would they not then 
baptize them ? But when'this was 
done, and that the Parents were 
admitted upon their own Perſonal: 
Profeſſion 5 can any- one imagine; 
that theſe Miffioners would refuſs! 
their Infants ? I ſay, canany one) 
conceive, that it is the intentionof 
ſuch a Commiſſion to exclude tho - 
Infants of all thoſe ' Indians from 

Baptiſm, when it is well kaown 

that Tnfant-Baptiſm is uſed and- 
practifed amongſt us here in; 
hd ws England, 
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Exglena, from whom this Com- 
miſſion came ? 
2:/ In like manner, fince Jpfant- 
Church memberſbip was the known 
praQtice amongit the Jews,can you 
fancythat the Apoſtles would reject 
it? Was that a proper method to 
Proſclyte the Nations , and to 
invite either Jews or Gentiles to 
become Chriſtians ? Do you. nat 
read in the Goſpel how zealous the 
Jewiſh Chriftiavs were for Circum- 
cifion? And {ſince they were ſo 
much offended at the negle& of it, 
Aits 21. 21. can you in reaſon 
think, they ſhould quietly bear 
theirCh:/areps being wholly thrown 
aut of the Church; as they would 
have been, if neicher admitted to 
Circumciſion nor Baptiſm ? 

!:Par. Whatever you can ſay tg 
the contrary, the Inference from 
Mat. 28. upon {tric examination, 
will ar ſound and firm ; eſpe- 
cially & you take in Mark 26. 16. 
Where the greatCommiſſionislike- 

G 4 wile 
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© wiſerecorded.#e that believeth and 
is baptized ſhall be ſaved, but he that; 
believeth not ſhall be damned. Do: 
you not obſerve the order of the: 
words in both Texts? Firſt Teach, 
then' Baptize. Firlt Believeth,then 
Biptized. From hence it is evident 
that thoſe who ought to be baptized 
are Diſciples,and none elſe. And that 
4 Diſciple is one that is a Believer ; 
one that is Taught, or has learned of 
Chriſt, V. Keach GoldRefined,p. 67. 
' Min. If DoQrines colleQed 
from the order of words are always 
ſound and good , and Arguments 
thence drawn concluſive ; I can 
then undeniably prove ( in contra- 
diction to your Practice) that 
Diſciples ought firſt to be Baptized, 
and then Tavght. John did baptize 
in the wilderneſs, and preach the 
baptiſm of repentance for the remiſſion 
of (ins, Mark. 1. 4. Obſerve, firſt 
he Baptized, and then he Preached. 
Par. But thoſe that Johx did 
Baptize, were ſuch as confeſſed 
their (ins, ” Min, - 
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**Mzin. However JobxsBaptizing, 

went before their confeſſing. ' For 
jo\it follows v. 5. [There went out 
anto him all the land of Judea, and 
they of Jeruſalem , and' were all 
baptized of him in the. River of 
Fordan, confeſling their ſins. Take 
notice,firſt you have his Beptizivg, 
and after their Confeſſing. 

I might ſhew you, 'frem other 
Places ofScripture, how ;1mpertinent 
it is to argue from. the- Order of 
Words. Gal.5 22.Love; Joy, Peace, 
&c. are mentioned before: Fazrh. 
2 Cor. 13:14. The ſecond Perſon 
&s mentioned before the firſt. Rom. 
f0. 9. Confeſſion. with the Mouth 
is' named before beliewing with the 
heart. Ezek. 14. 14. Daniel i na+ 
med before Job, who notwithſtand+ 
vng- was long after him in time. 
:From theſe inſtances, to omit ma» 
ny others, you may obſerve, That 
nothing is more frequent or famt- 
liar in the Scriptures, than to find 
ſuch things mentioned or named 1 2 
tne 
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the firſt Place, which accordin# 
tothe order of nature, and fonii 
times of time it ſelf, ſhould*b 
mentioned after. __ 

If you are not yet ſatisfied -in- 
this Point, I ſhall then undeniabl 
convince you from Mark. 16. 16. 
which place of Scripture I ſhall 
therefore inſiſt upon, becauſe your 
Baptiſt Writers do uſually repeat it 
with a kind of Triumph, as if it 
were ſelf-evident, and the very 
Pillar of your Cauſe. 

Par. Are not the words very 
plain? He that believeth and is 
baptized ſhall be ſaved ; but he that” 
believeth not ſhall be damned, Ts 
not Believing here ſet before Baji 
fizing ? He doth not ſay, he that. 
is Baptized and Believeth, but he * 
thatBelieveth and is Baptized ſhall 
be Saved. C 

Min. What do you infer from * 
hence ? : 
Pas. infer, That Believing muſt ' 
go before Baptizing; and none 
q muſt 
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ry be Baptized, but thoſe who 
£ft Believe. 
+A4is, To this I anſwer 1a the 
words of the Learned Dy. Wl- 
her. 
i;\*If none muſt be Baptized, but 
© he that Believes, becauſe Belie- 
Frving is ſet firſt, then. none myſt 
5 be Saved but he that is Baptized, 
* becauſe Baptizing is ſet firtt. And 
* then, what better Argument can 
* be made for Infants Baptiſm ? 
f They muſt. be Baptized- if we 
* will have them Saved ; becauſe 
* they cannot be Saved without 
* being Baptized; for Beptizing 
* goes before Saving. And yet 
* from the ſame Text, .and by the 
*fame way of Arguing, it may 
© heproved (contrary to what the 
* Hwadbaptiſts ſay of the Uniyerſal 
© Salvation of all Infants dyin 
© before the commiſſion of attua 
*Sin) that no Infants are Saved 
© but thoſe that believe.; becauſe 
* Believing is 1et before being ar 
Re | * vede 


"_ 


< ved: And not only. ſo, but 
© whereas it is not ſaid, He that'be- 
© lieveth not ſhall not be Baptized) 
Fit is ſaid, He that believeth net 
© (ball be damned. V. Modeſt P 
*&C. p. 179. | 
I hope you are now ——_ 
of your miſtake ia arguing againft 
Infant-Baptiſm, from the Order 
of the Words. -J 
Par. But ſuppoſe this Argus 
ment , from the Order of the 
Words, may be evaded ; there'ts 
another Argument ( drawn froth 
the Qualifications and Conditions 
required in the Goſpel, of all Per- 
{ſons to be Baptized ) not fo ny 
Anſwered. 
Miz. Pray let me hear that Ar- 
gumentin its full ftrength = 
| Par. Tknow not how to pleaſe 
you better, than by giving it in 
the words of the Church of Ezg- 
land; as I thus find it 1n your 
DT Catechiſm. 
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-viQ. What is required of Perſons 
take Baptized? | 

ws Repentance, whereby they for- 
ake Sin; and Faith, whereby they 
fedfaſtly believe the Promiſes of 
God made to them in that Sacra» 
tent. 

-' Min. What do you prove from 
theſe words of the Church-Cate- 
chiſm ? 
+; Par. Tinfer, That foraſmuch as 
Jnfants cannot have either Faith or 
(Repentance, which is required by the 
Lord, of all P.-rſons to be Baptized, 
(45 i manifeſtly proved by the Scri- 
Phures, and alſo granted by the 
Pleaders for the Baptiſm of Infants, 
ix. the Catechiſm afore recited) it 
muſt needs be concluded, That In- 
farts are no meet Subjeits of Bap- 
iſm; and ſo by conſequence it muſs 


weeds follow , that the Baptiſm of 


Tnfants is none of the Lord's Bap- 
tiſm. V. A. R. Vazity of Childiſp 
Baptiſm. P. 25. 


Ms. 


_ > 


ACoxNnFERENCE 


n—— —— 


Wit 


= —— — 


———_— 


£ed, | readily grant. *Tis t 
Arineof the H. Scriptures, 


techiſm. 


plainly appear. 


Perſons as are capable of 


chiſm is this, viz. Thar i 


: Min. That Faith and Repentunie 
are required of Perſons to be Bipt4- 


he D6- 
as well 


asthe Church of Exg/and. Butthat 
Faith and Repentance are required 
of All Perſons to be Baptized, T 
flatly deny : This is neither the 
DeQtrine of the Holy Scriptures, 
nor of the Church of Ezglaxd. 
The word 41 is an addition' of 
your own, and is not to be found 
in any Edition of the Church-C#- 


By this diſcovery, the weakneſs 
of your Argument doth this 


Faith and Repentance are vequi+ 
red of Perſons tobe Baptized. Not 
univerſally of 44 Perſons , but it 
definitely of Perſons, i. e. of fuch 


Faith 


and Repentance. Sothat the ut« 
moſt which can be infer'd from 
theſe Words of the Church-Cartes. 
t 15 red 
quired 
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Haired of Adult Perſons, who 
baye Diſcretion and Underſtand- 
ing , thar they make a Perſonal 
Profeſſion of Faith and Repen- 
tance before they are Baptized, 
But pray; what is this to the Caſe 
of Infants? Though Faith and 
Repentance are required of ſome 
Perſons ( viz. of thoſe who are 
Adult ) before they are Baptized, 


yet there are other Perſons ( vis. - 


Infants) who may be Baptized 
without them. 

If you do not yet underſtand 
me, I thus hope to convince 
JOU. 

Faith and Repentance are as 
necefiary to Salvation as they are 
to; Baptiſm ; and are as much re» 
quired of Perſons to be Saved, as 
of Perſons to be Baptized. But 
will you hence infer , That be- 
cauſe Infants are not yet capable 
of Faith and Repentance, zhere- 
fore hey are not capable of Salva- 
gon * 


For 
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For your. carer ConviCtion, I 
propoſe theſe following Queſtions 
and Anſwers: £3; 6 TIES 
. . Q. What is required. of Perſons 
/obe Saved ? ADE 

A. Repeatance , whereby they 
forſake Sin; and Faith , whereby 
they ſtedfaſtly believe the Promiſes 
of (Tod made to them in the Goſpel. 

Q. How then can Infants be Sal- 
ved, when by reaſon of their ten- 
aer Ave they cannot perform them? 
"They can neither Believe nor Re- 
pent ; therefore, according to your 
Dottrine, they cannnot be Saved. 
What anſwer do you give to 
this? | 54 £ 

Par. Did ever man ſpeak more 
impertinently? What ! cannot 1 


Jpeak to the Adult and ſay, Unleſs 


you Repent you ſhall all periſh; 
but I muſt intend Infants, who are 
not capable of it ? And excepr you 
B2lieve you ſhall be. Damned. 
Ard hea Tſay, He that ſowes to 
the fieſh , ſhall of the fleſh reap 

COr- 
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{ Corruption, but. muſt intend. In- 
-2a0ts-2' Surely the Dottrine of the 
7oſpel was never calculated for In- 
fer. NV. H. Collins Antidote, 
» IO, LP 

But mby do yo; [ay Children muſt 
be Reljewers, or elſe they canugt he 
Saved? Who told you ſo? Becauſe 
Faith:in Adult Perſons is required 
45' neceſſary in them, if they. axe 
ſaved. annat God ſave poor. Ip- 
fants without-they alſo do Believe? 
Hath God fold you he 64npot, or will 
mat ſave them except they Believe, ? 
. Tmuſt confeſs I wonggr of your Iguo- 
{TADCE 4x8 - dari 2 boldneſs. 46d, 
as Dr. Taylor obſerves. may have 
Many ways to magnike his Grate * 
thequgh Jeſus Chil, to them 
Fehich we: kaow not of, .p. 230. 
:lnd what have 10s: ta by ck the 
ſecrets of God?! Who mage you. one 


of: bis: Privy-Council ? Tow may 6s 
well /ay,, Unleſs they repent the 

canagt; be Saved., from Chrifh; 
words, Lpke 13+ 3» 5-: 4nd thet 
+74 H they 
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the y muſt be obedient and take up The 
Croſs: For theſe things are re mw ed 


"of Adult Perſons that would b e7a- 


wed, as well as Believing. V. Keach 
Gold refined, p. 143. 
- Min. You have how Anſwered 


your ſelf; and\ you have one it 


fully. 

For why do you ſay Children 
muſt be Believers, or elſe they 
cannot be Baptized? Who'told 


you ſo? Becauſe Faith' in' Aqult 


Perſons is required as necellary to 


Baptiſm ; Cannot God adrmit poor 


Infants to Baptiſm, unleſs they 
alſo do Believe? Hath God" told 


-you he cannot, ior will-nof AUgnir 


them except they Believe? T'muſt 


+ confeſs I wonder at your! Tgno- 
-rance and daring Boldnefs.- ** 


For you have been told, 'With 
the greateſt plainneſs, That when 
the Goſpel - doth mention "Faith 
and Repentazce; as Conditions of 


_ - Church-memberſhip and Baptiſm, 
= doth” not {peals to Tiifants) it 


doth 


bh 
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. doth nor propoſe theſe, Condicions 
, te Infants; for, in your Lan- 
_ SOFBs the Goſpel was never Calgu- 
lated for Infants. But it ſpeaks to 
"Adult Perſons, who have Ears to 
;. Hear, 1. e. Who have Capacity ta 
"Underſtand and. Obey it. 
© * Bur as for Infants; They are 
. Teceived into the Church, by Bap- 
_ tiſm, upon another account ; even . 
from the Mercy and Favour. of 
© God, whoſe conſtant method it is 
, to preventus with his Grace ; and 
© whohath eſtabliſhed his Covenant 
_ with the Faithful, not only Iin 
;. their own Perſons, but with their 
;;yecd after them. As Fhave more 
5tully explained in this Diſcourſe ; 
_. Which I heartily commend to ' 
© Your ſerious Peruſal, and God's 
12 Bleſling. 
_..: Par, Though we are fully per- 
i . {waded, That what me do is agree- 
:. able to the Will of God; yet we do 
©. heartily propoſe this, That if any of 
'. the Servants of "our Lord Jeſus 
F: H 2 Chriſt, 
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Chriſt, fhalli inthe ſpirit of mtogly 


attempt to convince us' of any 

ſtake,” either in Judgment or Pra- 
tice, we ſhall diligemly ponder wn | OD 
Arguments ; and account him oute_ 
chiefeft Friend, That ſhall be an Ins i 
ſtrument to Convert us from any 
Error that is in our Ways. Vid. . 
Append. to Anabaptiſts Conjelly- 
ON, P. 112. 

_ Mm. This Reſolution of yours 

is very Chriſtian and Pious. God 
grant that you may Pradtice ac- | 
CY 7 Poke | 
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| The ConTewrs. 
HE Occaſion of: the Confe- 


"rence. Page 2 
The-: Anabaptiſts chief Objettion 4+ 
gainſt 1nfantBaptiſm propoſed. 4 
Their pretence to an expreſs Cons 
. mand *impertinent aud unreaſona- 
| OR 8 
As being grounded upon a falſe Prin- 
ciple; viz. Nothing ought to be 
done in the Worſhip of God 
without expreſs Command. ia 
SCHPRIC IT 
bis Prineigle contradifted by their 
own Prattice, in Three Inſtances. 
1. Obſervation of the Lord's 
Day. I3 

2. Taking an Oath, 20 

3. Communicating Women. 

| 27 
Though there is noExpreſsCommand, 
yet there is 4 virtual implicit 
and conſequential Command. 29 
And this the Anabapt. themſelves 
ZE, _ , _ Acknowleage 
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icknowledse to be [1 "Farwr pag.31 
The Baptiſm of Infants proved Yes 
their Church-memberſbip. 
The Notion of C hurch memberſhip 
explained. 37 
| _—_— capable of 0 coma 
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Infants Believers, anda in what ſole 


4 
Church-memberſhip an advantage to 
” Infants. ;60 

Infants not excluded from being 


- Chaurch-members. T7 
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